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FOREWORD 


The  MoDOT  mission  is  to  provide  a  world-class  transportation  experience  that  delights  our  customers  and  promotes  a 
prosperous  Missouri.  The  Traffic  &  Highway  Safety  Division  (THSD),  Office  of  Highway  Safety  (OHS),  works  specifically 
to  reduce  the  number  and  severity  of  traffic  crashes  resulting  in  deadis  and  injuries.  This  requires     staff  to  vnak  closely 
with  state  and  local  agencies  in  an  attempt  to  develop  programs  which  are  innovative,  cost  efficient  and,  above  all,  effective 
in  saving  lives.  This  is  accomplished  through  development  and  administration  of  the  Governor's  Highway  Safety  Program. 

In  keeping  with  this  administration's  philosophy  to  provide  quality  customer  service,  we  strive  to  incorporate  involvement 
fi-om  both  traditional  and  non-traditional  partners  in  our  safety  endeavors.  Expanded  partnerships  enable  us  to  reach  a 
broader  base  of  customers  with  the  life-saving  messages  of  traffic  safety. 

The  accomplishments  noted  in  Ms  report  would  not  have  occurred  without  the  dedication  and  foresi^t  of  die  staff  of  Ibe 

Office  of  Highway  Safety,  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation.  In  addition,  the  State  Highway  Patrol;  Statistical 
Analysis  Center  of  the  Patrol;  Missouri  Safety  Center;  Safety  Councils;  the  Missouri  Coalition  for  Roadway  Safety; 
Southeast  and  Southwest  Missouri  Safe  Communities;  Missouri  Advocates  for  Traffic  SSSsty,  Law  l^ifi^ccement  TrafBc 
Safety  Advisory  Council  (LETSAC);  and  Region  7,  National  Highway  Traffic  Safely  Admimstration  (NHTSA)  office 
continually  provided  assistance  and  helped  expand  our  creativity  and  scope. 

Comments  or  questions  relevant  to  this  report  may  be  directed  in  writing  to: 


Leanna  Depue 

Highway  Safety  Director 

Missouri  Department  of  Transportation 

P.O.  Box  270 

Jefferson  City,  MO  6S102 

Phone:  (573)751-4161 

Fax:  (573)634-5977 
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EXECUTIVE  SUMMARY 


GUroELINES 

In  the  State  of  Missouri,  the  state  highway  safety  program  is  administered  through  the  Office  of  Highway  Safety 
(OHS),  a  unit  of  the  Traffic  &  Highway  Safety  Division,  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation.  The  Annual 
Report  for  the  OHS  covers  those  activities  funded  for  the  period  October  1,  2013  through  September  30,  2014.  The 
structure  of  this  report  attempts  to  follow  the  guidelines  set  forth  by  the  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration  (NHTSA)  and  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  (FHWA)  Order  960-2/75 10.3 A.  *NOTE: 
PARS  data  was  not  available  at  the  time  this  Annual  Report  was  prepared. 

PURPOSE 

The  National  Highway  Safety  Act  of  1966  charges  each  Governor  with  the  responsibility  of  establishing  a  state 
highway  safety  program.  The  goal  of  the  OHS  is  to  reduce  both  the  number  and  severity  of  traffic  crashes  and  the 
deaths  and  injuries  resulting  from  these  crashes. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION 

Traffic  crashes  are,  unfortunately,  an  accepted  part  of  our  mobile  society.  In  2013,  there  were  139,285  traffic 
crashes  in  Missouri.  In  these  crashes,  49,522  persons  were  injured  resulting  in  an  economic  loss  to  the  state  in 
excess  of  $4.5  billion.  *FARS  data  not  available  for  number  of  fatalities.  Tragically,  motor  vehicle  crashes  are  the 
leading  cause  of  death  for  those  aged  3-33. 

PROBLEM  SOLUTION 

An  annual  Highway  Safety  Plan  (HSP)  is  developed  by  the  OHS  utilizing  statewide  traffic  crash  data.  Statistics  are 
maintained  by  the  Highway  Patrol  in  a  repository  identified  as  STARS  (Statewide  Traffic  Accident  Records 
Systems).  The  Patrol's  Statistical  Analysis  Center  compiles  the  data  into  a  comprehensive  report  known  as  the 
Traffic  Safety  Compendium.  The  Compendium  contains  the  following  statistics  that  enable  the  OHS  to  produce  a 
data-driven  HSP: 

•  Traffic  safety  problem  areas  (e.g.,  alcohol-related,  speeding,  failure  to  use  seat  belts,  engineering  issues); 

•  Geographic  High  Accident  Locations  (HAL — hot  spots  for  traffic  crashes); 

•  Demographics  (age,  gender,  urban  vs.  rural,  etc.) 

STRATEGIES 

State  and  local  governmental  agencies  are  solicited  to  assist  in  the  development  of  countermeasure  projects  to 
address  these  problems.  These  projects  are  then  compiled  into  a  comprehensive  traffic  safety  plan  for  the  state. 
Federal  funding  to  support  the  OHS  is  channeled  to  the  state  from  the  Section  402  Highway  Safety  Program  within 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation.  In  addition  to  Regular  402  funding,  Missouri  also  received  Section  154  AL, 
154  HE,  and  405b,  c,  d,  and  f. 

SUCCESSES/RESULTS 

Since  inception  of  the  highway  safety  program  in  1967,  Missouri  has  witnessed  a  drop  in  the  vehicle  death  rate  per 
100  million  vehicle  miles  traveled  from  6.2  to  1.2  in  2012.  However,  during  2012,  there  was  an  increase  of  40 
fatalities  from  the  previous  year.  In  spite  of  this  increase,  Missouri  is  still  experiencing  a  drop  in  its  three  year 
moving  average.  Through  the  diligent  work  of  the  Missouri  Coalition  for  Roadway  Safety  this  will  not  become  a 
trend.  The  new  interim  goal  set  by  the  Missouri  Coalition  for  Roadway  Safety  is  700  by  2016  as  we  continue  to 
move  Toward  Zero  Deaths.  *2013  FARS  data  not  available  at  this  time. 

Overall  Crashes  in  2012  -  137,399.  Injuries  in  2012  -  50,371.  Deaths  in  2012—826 

Overall  Crashes  in  2013  -  139,285.  Injuries  in  2013—49,522  FARS  data  not  available  in  2013 

PROGRAM  EVALUATION 

Two  types  of  evaluation  methods  are  used  to  determine  program  effectiveness — administrative  and  impact. 
Administrative  evaluations  measure  the  operational  efficiency  of  task  activities  relative  to  meeting  the  established 
goals  and  objectives  of  the  project.  Impact  evaluations  determine  the  extent  to  which  the  project  was  able  to  impact 
traffic  crash  involvement. 

Included  within  this  Annual  Report  are  traffic  safety  countermeasure  programs  that  have  demonstrated  best 
practices.  These  programs  satisfy  most,  if  not  all,  of  the  following  criteria; 
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•  They  employ  crash  statistics  to  identify  problem  areas; 

•  They  target  high  risk  groups  of  individuals; 

•  They  utilize  knowledge  &  expertise  of  the  local  conomunity  to  propose  workable  solutions; 

•  They  apply  varied  resources  from  numerous  sources; 

•  They  are  comprehensive  in  design;  and 

•  They  seek  to  modify  behavior  through  effective  enforcement,  education  and  engineering. 
INTERNAL  ACTIVITffiS 

In  addition  to  administering  programs  that  are  funded  through  state  and  local  government  agencies,  OHS  staff 
members  participate  in  activities  to  further  traffic  safety  within  the  state.  These  include,  but  aren't  limited  to: 

•  Production  and  distribution  of  traffic  safety  materials; 

•  Legislative  tracking  and  review; 

•  Training  presentations  (child  safety  seats;  safety  belts;  law  enforcement  grant  applications;  traffic  safety 
programs;  legislation;  youth  issues;  etc.); 

•  Exhibits  (safety  fairs;  conferences;  State  Fair;  employer  programs;  etc.); 

•  Press  conferences  &  media  events;  and 

•  Federal,  state  and  local  committees/boards  with  Uke-minded  missions. 
GRANT-FUNDED  ACTIVITIES 

The  OHS  contracts  with  State  and  Local  governmental  agencies  to  perform  services  designed  to  impact  specified 
problem  areas  that  result  in  traffic  crashes.  These  problem  areas  include:  Aggressive  Driving,  Older  Drivers,  Public 
Information  and  Education,  Alcohol  and  Other  Drugs,  Occupant  Restraints,  Motorcycle  Crashes,  School  Buses, 
Young  Drivers,  Commercial  Motor  Vehicles,  Vulnerable  Roadway  Users,  Engineering  and  Data  Collection. 

A  total  of  437  contracts  were  issued  to  grantees.  Agencies  are  required  to  submit  a  synopsis  of  their  grant  activities 
for  the  fiscal  year  including  the  results  of  their  efforts.  Within  this  report  we  have  included  a  sampling  of  some  of 
the  projects  we  feel  were  quite  successful.  A  complete  file  of  all  annual  reports  is  maintained  within  the  Grants 
Management  System  housed  in  the  OHS. 

The  total  obligation  of  federal  funding  and  expenditures  by  the  State  of  Missouri  for  FY  2014  can  be  found  on  the 
following  page.  Detailed  project  amounts  are  provided  in  the  Budget  Addendum. 
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ANNUAL  EVALUATION  REPORT  SUMMARY  OF  MISSOURI  DATA 


Baseline   Data    1995  - 

Progress  Reoort  Data  2008  - 

1998 

2  0  13 

1995 

1996 

1997 

1998 

2009 

2010 

2011 

2012 

2013 

Fatalities 

1,109 

1,148 

1,192 

1,169 

878 

821 

786 

826 

Serions  Injuries  (Defined  as:  Incapacitating 

Injury) 

10.592 

10.328 

10,205 

9.538 

6,538 

6,095 

5,643 

5508 

4,939 

Fatalities  and  Serions 
Injuries  Combined 

11,701 

1M76 

11,397 

10.707 

7^16 

6,916 

6,429 

6334 

** 

Fatality  Itate  / 100  mflUon  VMT 

1.9 

1.9 

1.9 

1.8 

1.1 

** 

Fatality  and  Serious  Injury 
Rate/  100  million  VMT 

19.8 

18.8 

18.1 

16.6 

10.7 

9.8 

93 

93 

•*  ' 

Fatality  Rate /100K 

Population 

20.6 

21.1 

21.7 

21.2 

14.7 

13.7 

13.08 

1X7 

** 

Fatality  and  Serious  Injury  Rate  /  lOOK 
population 

217.6 

211.3 

207.9 

193.9 

123.9 

1155 

\VIA 

105.2 

«* 

Alcohol-Related  Fatalities 

266 

286 

242 

111 

264 

262 

208 

207 

** 

Alcohol-Related  Fatalities  as  nercentase  of 
All  Fatalities  (%) 

23.99% 

24.92% 

20.31% 

23.70% 

30.1% 

31.9% 

265% 

25.1% 

.  *• 

 ,i„  ,1 

Alcohol  Related  Fatality  Rate 

/ 100  million  VMT 

0.4 

0.5 

0.4 

0.4 

0.4 

0.4 

OJ 

03 

Percent  of  Population  Using 
Safety  Belts* 

unknown 

unknown 

unknown 

60.42% 

77.18% 

76.03% 

78.98% 

79.40% 

80.1% 

Percent  of  unbelted  driven  and  occupants 

seriously  injured  or  killed  in  a  crash 

23.01% 

22.65% 

22.78% 

22.83% 

27 J% 

35.9% 

28.0% 

26.7% 

* 

State  Population  Estimates 

5.378.247 

5.431.553 

5.481,193 

"  5.521.765  i  .  .,^^.  i 

♦Seatbelt  percentages  from  University  of  Central  Missouri  Seatbelt  Usage  Surveys. 

**  PARS  data  not  available. 

Seatbelt  usage  percentages  are  for  drivers  and  pa. 

ssengersof] 

)assenger  cars,  sport  utility  vehicles,  vans,  and  trucks  only  to  ensure  consistency  across  years. 

Crash  data  provided  by  the  Stati^cal  Anatysis  Caat»,  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol 
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POUCE  TRAFFIC  SERVICES 


This  program  area  addressed  numerous  traffic  safety  issues  with  an  emphasis  on  enforcement  and  public  education  and 
awareness.  In  analyzing  Missouri  traffic  crash  data,  we  identified  aggressive  driving  (including  speed  and  all  hazardous 
moving  violations),  alcohol  impairment,  and  occupant  protection  as  the  most  serious  areas.  The  target  groups  causing  the 
most  crashes  were  shown  to  be  drivers  committing  hazardous  moving  violations  (especially  speeders  and  drinking  drivers) 
and  young  drivers  under  the  age  of  2 1 .  Countermeasure  efforts  were  directed  statewide  because  even  though  maxe  crashes 
occurred  in  the  densely  populated  urban  areas,  tbree-fourths  of  the  fatal  crasihes  occurred  in  rural  areas. 

A  chart  outlining  the  14  Performance  Measures  is  attached  to  this  section. 


BENCHMARKS 


Established 

Result 

To  reduce  fatalities  to: 

•  850  by  2012 

•  813  by  2013 

•  775  by  2014 

•  738  by  2015 

•  700  by  2016 

Benchmark: 

Expected  2012  fetaMes  =  850 

Expected  2012  fatality  rate  per  lOOM  VMT  =  1.2 

In  2012,  there  were  826  fatalities  statewide. 

In  2012,  the  statewide  fetality  rate  per  lOOM  VMT  =  1 .2 

*FARS  Data  not  available  for  2013. 

To  reduce  serious  to: 

•  6,8 18  by  2009 

•  6,549  by  2010 

•  6,287  by  2011 

•  6,020  by  2012 

•  5,758  by  2013 

Benchmark: 

•  Expected  2012  serious  (disabling)  injuries  =  6,020 

In  2012,  tiiere  were  5,508  soious  injuries  statewide. 

In  2013  there  were  4,939  serious  injuries  statewide.  This  is  a 
1 0%  reduction  from  20 12  and  anl  8%  reduction  from  20 1 1 . 

To  decrease  a^ressive  driving-related  fetalities  by  2 
percent  annually  to: 

•  305  by  2012 

•  299%  2013 

•  293  by  2014 

•  287  by  2015 
Benchmark: 

•  20 11  aggressive  driving-related  firtalities  =  311 

In  20 1 1 ,  there  were  3 1 1  aggressive  driving-related  fatalities. 

In  2012  there  were  122  an  increase  of  4% 

In  2013,  there  were  308  aggressive  driving-related  fatalities. 

This  is  a  4%  reduction  from  20 12  and  a  1%  reduction  fiY)m 

2011. 

To  decrease  speed-related  Vitalities  by  2  percent  annually 

to: 

•  294  by  2012 

•  288  by  2013 

•  282  by  2014 

•  277  by  2015 

Benchmark: 

•  20 11  speed-related  fatalities  =  300 

In  2011,  there  were  310  speed-related  fetalities.  In  2012, 
there  were  307,  a  decrease  of  1%. 

*FARS  data  not  available. 

To  increase  speed-related  citatifflis/wamtags  Qoule  diffil^ 
grant-funded  enforcement  activities  and  mobili2ations  by  2 
percent  annually  to: 

In  2012  there  were  1 16,499  speed-related  citations/warnings 

issued  during  grant-funded  enforcement  activities  and 
mobilizations.  In  2013,  there  were  75,226,  a  decrease  of  35%. 
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•     132,505  by  2012 

•     135  155  bv  2013 

•     137,858  by  2014 

•     140,616  by  2015 

Benchmark: 

•    20 1 1  speeding  citations/warnings  issued  during 

grant'fimded  eofiireenient  activities  and 

mobilizations  =  129,907 

STRATEGffiS 


Continue  funding  speed/hazardous  moving  violation 
enforcement  overtime  grants  with  local  law 
enforcement  and  the  Highway  Patrol 

The  THSD  provides  overtime  grants  to  local  law  enforcement 
and  the  Highway  Patrol  to  focus  on  speed  and  hazardous 
moving  violations  enfetcement. 

Encourage  law  enforcement  agencies  to  target  aggressive 
drivers  when  working  statewide  DWl  and  occupant 
protectian  mobilization  canqMugns 

Law  enforcement  agencies  are  encouraged  to  focus  on  a 
number  of  traffic  safety  issues  when  working  statewide  DWi 
and  occupant  protection  campaigns,  including  aggressive 
drivers. 

Fund  enfincement  ^Rnts  k  constniction/woik  zones  in  Ihe 
MoDOT  districts  and  enhance  die  enfincement  with  public 
awareness  campaigDS 

Coniracts  were  estddished  using  state  funds  to  allow 
enfiircement  in  woric  zones. 

Continue  flie  use  of  speed  monitormg  devices  (radars)  and 
changeable  message  signs 

MoDOT  continued  to  use  permanent  and  portable  message 
signs  as  a  tool  to  educate  die  motoring  public.  Several  law 
enforcement  agencies  received  radar  units  through  Highway 
Safety  grants. 

Expand  efforts  to  educate  roadways  users  on  the  dangers  of 
aggressive  driving  and  the  rules  of  the  road 

The  Savemolives.com  web  site  offers  resources  on  this 
topic.  Random  news  releases  are  sent  statewide,  or  as  needed 
dq)endent  on  traffic  crash  data.  Social  medboutiets  offer 
safety  messages  on  aggressive  driving  and  the  rules  of  the 
road  on  various  random  posts,  links  or  memes. 

Encourage  Hie  local  ngional  coalitions  of  tiie  Missouri 

Coalition  for  Roadwi^  Safety  to  fund  and  promote 
enforcement  and  educational  programs/projects  that  focus 
on  aggressive  drivmg 

Each  regional  coalition  distributes  theh*  funding  based  on 

localized  needs.  Crash  data  is  available  to  hel^  determine 
where  the  additional  funding  for  education  and  enforcement 
are  needed  for  aggressive  driving.  Informational  and 
educational  pamphlets  are  available  to  the  public  at  various 
regional  events.  Social  media  outlets  offer  safety  messages 
on  aggressive  driving  on  various  posts,  links  or  memes. 

ENFORCEMENT  EFFORTS 

The  Traffic  &  Highway  Safety  Division  recognizes  that  enforcement  efforts,  when  coupled  with  education/awareness/media 
activities,  has  a  much  more  profound  impact.  The  Statewide  enforcement  mobilization  "Click  it  Or  Ticket"  was  held  fi-om 
May  19  through  June  1,  2014,  and  the  "Drive  Sober  or  Get  Pulled  Over"  mobilization  was  held  from  August  1 5  -  September 
1, 2014.  Law  enforcement  agencies  put  in  12,573  hours  toward  these  efforts.  The  mobilizations  were  preceded  by  a  media 
blitz  and  followed  by  a  recap  of  the  activities  upon  completion  of  the  enforcement  efforts. 

Attached  to  this  report  is  a  summary  of  citation  activity  data  and  crash  analysis  for  fiscal  year  2014. 

TRAINING 

Traffic  enforcement  is  a  dynamic  Held.  Terrorism,  drug-trafficking,  evolving  designs  of  motor  vehicles,  and  increased  traffic 
loads  make  it  necessary  to  continually  train  law  enforcement  officers  on  investigating  crashes,  making  tra£Bc  stops,  searching 
vehicles,  changing  Iswa,  and  technology  advances.  The  Traffic  &  Highway  Safety  Division  contracts  with  state  and  local 
law  enforcement  academies  (University  of  Central  Missouri,  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol  and,  Missouri  Southern  State 
University  and  the  Pacific  Institute  for  Research  and  Evaluation)  to  offer  'IrafiBc  safbty  specific"  courses.  A  list  of  tiie 
courses  is  included  at  the  end  of  this  section. 

In  addition  to  the  academies,  training  was  offered  by  the  Department  of  Revenue,  Office  of  the  State  Courts  Administrator, 
Missouri  Office  of  Prosecution  Services,  Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association,  Missouri  Sheriffs  Association,  the  Traffic  and 


Highway  Safety  Division  at  MoDOT,  and  the  Law  Enforcement  Traffic  Safety  Advisory  Council  (LETSAC).  Some  of  the 
training  is  available  to  more  than  just  law  enforcement  agencies.  The  Highway  Safety  Office  also  offers  training  to  first 
responders  and  EMS  through  the  Fire  Rescue  Training  Institute,  Missouri  University.  Courses  include  Emergency  Vehicle 
Driver  Training,  Traffic  Control  for  the  Emergency  Responder,  and  Vehicle  Rescue  Technician. 


EFFICIENCY  AND  PRODUCTIVITY 

The  Traffic  and  Hi^wvy  Safety  Division  contracted  with  the  Regional  Justice  Informadon  System  (REJIS)  to  develop  a 

web-based  contract  management  system.  The  system  was  completed  in  2002  and  available  for  application  submission  for 
2003  grants.  This  is  the  tenth  year  that  the  Annual  Report  could  be  completed  on  line,  which  continues  to  streamline  our 
process. 

Planning  was  undertaken  in  2007  to  start  a  rewrite  process  of  the  current  grants  management  system.  A  complete  review  was 
conducted  by  staff  at  REJIS  to  determine  the  needs  of  CHS  staff  to  begin  the  migration  to  a  complete  web-based  grants 
management  system.  REJIS  prepared  a  new  design  document  outlining  the  changes  necessaiy  to  change  to  the  new 
technology.  This  rewrite  has  been  completed  and  was  available  fivtbe  fffocessing  of  2010  grants  online.  Plans  are  currently 
underway  for  additional  iqxlates/enhancements,  with  the  goal  of  eventually  becoming  paperless. 
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2013  Performance  Me»ures-FARS  Data 


II 

2010 

2011 

2012 

2013 

II  statewide 

Urban 

Rural 

Statewide 

Urban 

Rural 

Statewide 

Urban 

Rural 

Statewide 

Urban 

Rural 

Statewide 

Fatalities  (actual) 

1  878 

330 

491 

821 

291 

495 

786 

350 

474 

826 

* 

• 

• 

Fatality  Rate  per  lOOM  VMT  (statewide; 
urban;  rural) 

1.29 

0.93 

1.39 

1.16 

0.73 

1.71 

1.14 

0.52 

0.68 

1.20 

* 

• 

* 

Number  of  serious  (disabling)  injuries 

6,539 

6,096 

5,643 

5,508 

4,939 

Number  of  fatalities  involving  drivers  or 
motorcycle  operators  with  .08  BAC  or 
above 

302 

258 

258 

280 

Number  of  unrestrained  passenger 
vehicle  occupant  ^titles 

425 

392 

370 

* 

Number  of  speeding-related  fatalities 

366 

324 

310 

326 

* 

Number  of  motorcyclist  fatalities 

84 

93 

82 

104 

* 

Number  of  un-helmeted  motorcyclist 
fatalities  | 

16 

11  1 

1  10 

9 

• 

Number  of  drivers  age  20  or  younger  || 
involved  in  fatal  crashes  106 

88                II  133 

129 

* 

Number  of  pedestrian  fetalitfes          |  71 

57 

75 

84 

• 

Percent  observed  belt  use  for  passenger 
vehicles-front  seat  outboard  occupants 

77% 

76% 

79% 

79% 

80% 

Number  of  seat  belt  citations  issued 
during  grant-funded  enforcement 

activities 

29,034 

20,278 

20,401 

15,716 

14,713 

Number  of  impaired  driving  arrests 
made  during  grant-funded  enforcement 
activities 

5,369 

5,779 

5.761 

5,370 

6,917 

Number  of  speeding  citations  issued 
during  grant-funded  enforcement 
activities 

98,453 

85,890 

81,055 

71,688 

53,620 

*  2013  FAitS  data  unavailable 
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Highway  Safety  Funded  Enforcement  Totals 
FY2013 


Includes  Citations  and  Warnings 

Citations 

Warnings 

DWI 

4,475 

Following  Too  Close 

556 

1,149 

Stop  Sign 

3,405 

2,860 

Signal  Violation 

1,190 

1,224 

Fail  to  Yield 

351 

362 

C&l 

639 

638 

Speeding 

53,620 

21,606 

Other  HMV 

7,274 

28,286 

Total  HMV 

71,781 

56,125 

Seat  Belt 

14,713 

2,959 

Child  Restraint 

615 

63 

Other  Violations 

19,756 

15,906 

Total  Violations 

178,375 

131,178 

Felony  Arrests 

1,019 

Drug  Arrests 

1,623 

Vehicles  Recovered 

45 

Fugitives  Apprehended 

3,365 

Suspended/Revoked  License 

5,673 

59 

Uninsured 

13,232 

2.997 

Total  Number  of  Stops 

253,332 

Hours  Worked 

134,367 

Number  of  Sobriety  Checkpoints 

461 

17 
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Cirt  i  ?nintn 
cpnt  ?n  9nii 

3  Year  Average 

Ort  1  201 3  fn 

Ort  1  2nintn 
Spnt  3fl  9013 

3  YearAvarage 

Or*  1  2013  tn 
^pnt  30  2014 

Ort  1  2010  tn 
Spnt  30  2013 

3  Year  Average 

wci.  1 ,  zuu  10 

Cant  m    m4  A 

oept.  ju,  ^014 

Agency 

Crash  Type 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

LJisBonny  injuTy 

Crashes 

msflhiinn  Inliiffv 
uivfluiiny  injuty 

Crashes 

Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

2 

067 

0 

3 

1.00 

3 

34 

11  33 

7 

Adair  County  SherifTs  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

Adair  County  Shenffs  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

3 

1.00 

0 

6 

2.00 

3 

107 

35  67 

37 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

1 

78 

26.00 

15 

lAmold  PoliC8  DdpL 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

2 

0.67 

0 

2 

0.67 

1 

22 

7.33 

3 

lAmold  Police  DeoL 

Hazafdous  Movlna  Violations 

2 

0.67 
0.00 

1 

0 

4 

0.33 

1 

390 

133.00 

75 

Ralhifin  Pnlirp  Hpnt 

Atoohot/Dnn  Involved 
Speed -ExeeadBdUmtt 

0 
0 

0.00 

0 

6 

3 

2.00 
1.00 

1 
1 

4« 

14 

15.33 
4.67 

9 
S 

Bsrflwin  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving A/MaBons 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

1 

381 

127.00 

66 

y  ^•eWiliJ  wild  III  3  L/CUIj 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

12 

400 

5 

6 

2.00 

6 

156 

52.00 

46 

Barry  County  Shsriff  s  Dspt 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit        I  0 

000 

2 

2 

0.67 

2 

23 

7.67 

9 

Barry  County  Stieriff  s  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1  z 

4  00 

6 

54 

18  00 

15 

0 

0.00 

179 

Barton  County  Sheriffs  D6pt 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

3 

1  00 

0 

0 

0  00 

0 

24 

8.00 

5 

Barton  County  Stieriff  s  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0  00 

0 

1 

033 

1 

2 

067 

2 

Barton  County  Sheriffs  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

3 

1.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

2 

0 

0.00 

36 

Bettefontaine  Neiglibors 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

5 

1.67 

2 

42 

14.00 

10 

Bellefontaine  Neighbors 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

n 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

1 

27 

9.00 

9 

Bellefontaine  Neighbors 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

n 
u 

0  00 

0 

7 

1.67 

5 

319 

106.33 

100 

Belton  Police  0^ 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0  33 

0 

0 

0  00 

0 

55 

18.33 

1 

Belton  Police  Dept. 

O^fCCU     CIAUCcUCU  Lllllll 

0.33 

0 

1 

0  33 

1 

44 

14.67 

4 

Belton  Police  Dept. 

Ha7arHniic  Mnuinn  Vinlatinnc 

1  Id^alUUUo  IVIUVIIIU  VlUldllUllo 

1 

0  33 

0 

7 

0.67 

2 

650 

216.67 

129 

Benton  County  Sheriffs  Dept. 

AI(Vihnl/nn in  InunluoH 

4 

1  33 

1 

0 

0.00 

0 

73 

24.33 

12 

Benton  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

^nppfi  -  FyrtppHpri  1  imit 

0 

0  00 

1 

0 

000 

0 

5 

1.67 

1 

Benton  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

2 

067 

2 

19 

633 

6 

0 

0.00 

77 

nTMIiitilBilli  II  niiiil 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

2 

067 

1 

2 

0.67 

1 

45 

15.00 

16 

Berkeley  Police  Dept. 

Speed  ■  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

33 

11.00 

9 

Berkeley  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

2 

0.67 

1 

11 

367 

3 

628 

209.33 

225 

BHIings  Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

3 

Billings  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

1 

Billings  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

11 

3.67 

6 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

4 

1.33 

2 

Bloomlield  Police  Deot. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

n 

0 

0 

A  AA 

0 

2 

0.67 

2 

IBtoomfield  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0           0  13 

4.33 

3 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

1 

0.33 

0 

14 

4.67 

1 

180 

60.00 

44 

Bluesprings  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

4 

1  33 

0 

12 

4  00 

1 

98 

32.67 

21 

Bluesprings  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

4 

1  33 

0 

33 

11  00 

7 

1059 

353.00 

256 

EteKratPotlce  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

3 

1  00 

0 

1 

C  33 

1 

31 

10.33 

9 

Bolivar  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0  33 

0 

1 

0  33 

0 

16 

5  33 

3 

Bolivar  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violarons 

2 

0.67 

0 

3 

1.00 

2 

158 

52  67 

47 

Bcnne  County  Sheriffs 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 
Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

10 
0 

3.33 
0.00 

2 
1 

4 
2 

1.33 
0.67 

4 

2 

171 
60 

57.00 
20.00 

41 
13 

iBoone  County  Sheriffs  

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

9 

3.00 

2 

36 

12.00 

S 

702 

234.00 

273 

l#livwiiiJ-ll!>!3iB!!MMM 

Alcohol/Onjg  Jnvoived 

1 

0.33 

0 

9 

3.00 

3 

82 

27.33 

24 

Branson  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exeeedsd  Limit 

2 

0.67 

0 

4 

1.33 

1 

34 

11.33 

11 

Branson  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  VioMtons 

3 

1.00 

0 

11 

0.33 

1 

724 

241.33 

219 

AleohoVDiug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

2 

16 

S.^ 

9 

Breckenridge  Hills  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

8 

2.67 

S 

Breckenndge  Hills  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  VtoMiom 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

82 

27.33 

28 

Alcohoi/Dnig  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

14 

4.S7 

e 

[Brentwood  Police  Dept 

Spaed .  Btceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

1 

Oct.  1,2010  to 
Sept  30, 2013 

3  Year  Average 

Oct.  1,201 3  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Oct  1,2010  to 
Sept.  30,  2013 

3  Year  Average 

Oct.  1,2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Oct.  1,2010  to 
Sept  30,  2013 

3  Year  Average 

Oct  1,2013  to 
Sept  30, 2014 

Agency 

Crash  Type 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
1  Crashes 

uisablfng  Injury 
Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Brentwood  Police  Dept. 

IHazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0          1  2 

0.67 

0 

161 

53.67 

40 

Alcohol/Dnig  Involved 

1 

0.33 

1          U  7 

2.33 

1 

74 

24.67 

9 

Bndgeton  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

1  ^ 

1.67 

1 

47 

15.67 

6 

Bridqeton  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

1 

13 

2.67 

8 

766 

255.33 

200 

Buchanan  CounN  ShenlTs  Oelil 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

4 

1.33 

0 

4 

1.33 

4 

41 

13.67 

14 

Buchanan  County  Stienffs  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

0 

18 

6.00 

1 

Buctianan  County  Stienffs  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

6 

2.00 

2 

g 

3.00 

4 

289 

96.33 

77 

Butler  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

8 

2.67 

1 

4 

1.33 

4 

142 

47.33 

27 

Butler  County  Shenffs  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

1 

23 

7.67 

3 

Butler  County  Sheriffs  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

7 

233 

1 

21 

7  00 

5 

429 

143  00 

140 

Bymas  Mill  Police  Deot 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

1 

0 

0.00 

0 

6 

2.00 

2 

Byrnes  Mill  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

0 

0  00 

0 

1 

0.33 

1 

Byrnes  Mill  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

1 

0 

0.00 

0 

30 

10.00 

1 

iteifOoS*  Shenffs  Deot 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

6 

2.00 

3 

3 

1.00 

3 

98 

32.67 

31 

Callaway  County  Shenffs  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0          I  7 

2  33 

0 

23 

7.67 

3 

Callaway  County  Sheriffs  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

5 

1.67 

2 

40 

13.33 

9 

616 

205.33 

230 

:a.renon  Park  Ponce  Dapl 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

0 

Calverton  Park  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

Calverton  Park  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

12 

4.00 

1 

Ca»™3m<SoutasaHH™ra«BBAIcohol/Dnifl  Involved 

1 

0.33 

2 

11 

3.67 

11 

122 

40.87 

4S 

Camden  County  Sheriffs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

3 

1  00 

2 

31 

10.33 

8 

Camden  County  Sheriffs 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

8 

2.67 

4 

38 

1267 

16 

345 

115.00 

145 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0  00 

2 

1 

0.33 

0 

14 

4  67 

4 

Camdenton  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

2 

0.67 

0 

5 

1  67 

4 

Camdenton  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

2 

2 

0,67 

0 

63 

21.00 

17 

CaRe  Qirardeau  County  Sheriffs  I 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

5 

1.B7 

s 

100 

33.33 

34 

Cape  Girardeau  County  Sheriffs  1 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

0 

9 

3.00 

0 

Cape  Girardeau  County  Sheriffs  1 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

4 

1.33 

0 

26 

8.87 

5 

321 

107.00 

149 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

2 

0.67 

0 

3 

1.00 

0 

69 

23.00 

19 

iCape  Girardeau  Police 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

2 

0.67 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

29 

9.67 

14 

Icape  Girardeau  Police 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

4 

1.33 

11 

3.67 

4 

2243 

747.67 

592 

pWirville  Polloe  Dapt 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

10 

3.33 

0 

Carterville  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

2 

Carterville  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

12 

4.00 

12 

C^Mtiage  Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

3 

33 

11.00 

16 

Carthage  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

10 

3.33 

3 

Carthage  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

2 

0.67 

2 

112 

37.33 

53 

(^IliberMIe  Mice  Oept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

30 

10.00 

6 

Caruthersville  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

6 

2  00 

2 

Caruthersville  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

23 

7.67 

11 

Cass  County  SherifTs  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0  00 

1 

2 

0.67 

2 

89 

29  67 

15 

Cass  County  Shenffs  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

5 

1 .0/ 

1 

69 

23.00 

10 

Cass  County  Shenffs  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

8 

2.67 

2 

23 

767 

0 

475 

158.33 

173 

Charleston  Dept  of  Public  Safety 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Charleston  Dept.  of  Public  Safety 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0  00 

0 

Charieston  Dept.  of  Public  Safety 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

5 

1.67 

0 

Ch«»t8rfietd'P(riic8  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

3 

1.00 

0 

7 

2.33 

1 

121 

40.33 

39 

Chesterfield  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

5 

1.67 

0 

46 

15.33 

24 

Chesterfield  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

2 

0.67 

0 

13 

4.33 

2 

1591 

530.33 

509 

l>0 

o 


Oct  1.2010  to 
Sept  30, 2013 

3  Year  AvenM 

Oct  1,2013  to 
SapL  30,  2014 

Oct  1,2010  to 
Sept  30, 2013 

3  YaarAvaniga 

Oct  1,2013  to 

Sept  30,  tou 

Oct  1,2010  to 
Sept  30, 2013 

w  I  War  nnrnye 

Oct.  1,2013  to 
Sept.  30,  2014 

Agency 

Crasti  Type 

Fatal  Cfwhes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Dissbling  Injury 
CrsifihAS 

Disabling  Injury 
Crsshes 

Disabling  Injury 

wl  001  ICO 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Craahes 

Total  Crashes 

Chilticothe  Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

Q 

n  nn 

u.uu 

n 

u 

n 
u 

0  00 

Q 

ID 

5.33 

2 

Chillicothe  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

u 

0.00 

0 

U 

n  nn 
u.uu 

u 

1  7 

2  33 

1 

Chillicothe  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

Q 

u.uu 

u 

n 
u 

0  00 

Q 

1  1  Q 

MO 

39.33 

49 

Christian  County  StierifTs  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

5 

1  .Of 

5 

0 

0.00 

31 

Christian  County  Sheriffs  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

u 

U.UU 

0 

0 

0  nn 

^.uu 

7 
f 

31 

10.33 

17 

Christian  County  Sheriffs  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

D 

2.00 

2 

7  A 

o4 

631 

210  33 

230 

Clatk  County  Sheriffs  DejA 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

u 

0.00 

0 

1 

n 

■1 

1 

0 

0.00 

6 

Clarl<  County  Sheriffs  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

n  nn 
u.uu 

0 

2 

0  67 

0 

Clark  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

4 

1 .33 

0 

1 

0.33 

2 

65 

21  67 

26 

Clay  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

2 

0 

0.00 

29 

Clay  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

n 

u 

0.00 

0 

9 

'S  nn 
o.uu 

1 

62 

20.67 

16 

Clay  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

2 

0.67 

1 

1 3 

4,33 

4 

235 

78.33 

79 

Olevaland  Police  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0  00 

0 

0 

n  nn 
U.UU 

U 

0 

0  00 

0 

Cleveland  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

u 

0.00 

0 

u 

n  nn 
U.uu 

U 

0 

0.00 

0 

Cleveland  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

n  nn 
U.UU 

0 

1 

0  33 

0 

Cole  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  involved 

0 

0.00 

3 

3 

1.00 

3 

0 

0.00 

37 

Cole  County  Sheriffs  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

9 

4  An 
2.00 

u 

25 

8.33 

3 

Cole  County  Sheriffs  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

3 

16 

5.33 

8 

306 

102.00 

108 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

8 

Z67 

4 

16 

5.33 

7 

338 

112,87 

lie 

Columbia  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

6 

2.00 

1 

6 

2.00 

3 

122 

40.67 

35 

Columbia  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

6 

2  00 

1 

27 

0.00 

13 

1162 

387,33 

341 

Cottleville  Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

1 

0  33 

0 

n 

U 

U.UU 

0 

15 

5,00 

1 

Cottleville  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Lini't  1| 

0  33 

0 

U 

n  nn 

u  uu 

U 

8 

2.67 

1 

Cottleville  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0.33 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

142 

47.33 

26 

~  f'MiPlllillillffiPwili 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

1 

2 

n  ct7 

£ 

0 

0.00 

33 

Crawford  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

Q.OO 

0 

6 

0 

35 

11.67 

5 

CrawfortCountoSjgrjff^wt 

Hazardous  Movino  Violations 

8 

2.67 

0 

30 

4  A  AA 

10.00 

J 

296 

98.67 

88 

AloohotiDnia  Involved 

0 

A  An 
D.uO 

0 

4 

1 

0.oS5 

A 

D 

81 

27.00 

28 

Creve  Coeur  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

n 
U 

n  nn 

u.uu 

A 
U 

10 

3.33 

5 

Creve  Coeur  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

1 

e 
3 

^  (ST 

1 .0/ 

£. 

1174 

391.33 

302 

Crocker  PdtoeJJei^  3 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved          |  0 

0-00 

0 

A 
U 

n  nn 
u.uu 

U 

1 

0.33 

2 

Croclcer  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

u 

n  nn 

u.uu 

n 
u 

1 

0.33 

0 

Croclter  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

u 

n  nn 

u.uu 

u 

5 

1.67 

1 

CiyMal  City  Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

n  nn 
u.uu 

n 
u 

n 
u 

0  00 

■j 

Q 
V 

3.00 

4 

Crystal  City  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

n  nn 
u.uu 

u 

u 

n  nn 
u.uu 

u 

( 

2.33 

1 

Crystal  City  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

n  nn 
u.uu 

u 

0  67 

Q 

AC 

21 .67 

23 

Cuba  Police  Dept;^aMs»,.. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

n  nn 

u.uu 

n 
u 

Q 

0  00 

Q 

1  1 

3.67 

3 

Cuba  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

n  nn 

u.uu 

u 

Q 

0  00 

Q 

7 
/ 

2.33 

0 

^UUd  rOMCC  USpi. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

n  nn 
u.uu 

n 
u 

n 
u 

n  nn 
u.uu 

u 

Al 
HO 

14.33 

8 

Dallas  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0  00 

n 
u 

Q 

0  00 

Q 

n 
u 

n  nn 
u.uu 

1 3 

Dallas  County  Sheriffs  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0  00 

n 
u 

^ 

0  33 

•) 

1  £. 

A  nn 

5 

Dallas  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

2 

0.67 

0 

5 

1.67 

2 

210 

70.00 

69 

De$  Pares  Oept  of  Public  Safety 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

35 

11.67 

7 

Des  Peres  Oept  of  Public  Safety 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

000 

0 

12 

400 

1 

Des  Peres  Dept  of  Public  Safety 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

3 

1,00 

1 

498 

166  00 

62 

Dexter  Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

37 

12.33 

5 

Dexter  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

1 

0,33 

0 

13 

4  33 

4 

Dexter  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

3 

1.00 

0 

1 

0,33 

0 

171 

57.00 

51 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

6 

2.00 

1 

Oct  1,2010  to 
Sept  30,  2013 

3  Year  Avange 

Oct.  1,2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Oct  1,2010  to 
Sept  30,  2013 

3  Year  Average 

Oct  1,2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Oct.  1,2010  to 
Sept  30,  2013 

3  Year  Average 

Oct  1,2013  to 
Sept  30, 2014 

Agency 

Crash  Typ^ 

Fafal  Ciwhes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

'  -  -1.it           I  ■-  t 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Edmundson  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0,00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

5 

1.67 

0 

Edmundson  Police  Dep*;^^ 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

43 

14.33 

11 

EuPBka  PcSHS^^IgS^^.t'f:. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

25 

833 

5 

Eureka  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

7 

2.33 

3 

Eurelta  Police  Deot  

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

8 

2.67 

2 

209 

69.67 

83 

lbWjM!.!l>S.I.I.!.!.l-J.itgiiH!M 

Alcotiol/Dnjg  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

23 

7.67 

6 

1  Excelsior  Spnngs  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

6 

2.00 

0 

32 

10.67 

6 

1  Excelsior  Spnngs  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

12 

4.00 

0 

240 

80.00 

56 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

1 

0.33 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

56 

18.67 

6 

Farmington  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

19 

6.33 

1 

Farmington  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

2 

067 

0 

320 

106.67 

63 

Feiguson  Police  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

3 

1.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

39 

13.00 

7 

Ferguson  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

2 

0.67 

1 

6 

2.00 

1 

49 

16  33 

17 

Ferguson  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

3 

1.00 

1 

11 

3.67 

3 

282 

94.00 

108 

Festus  Police  Dept. 

Alcotiol/Drug  Involved 

1 

0.33 

1 

5 

1.67 

1 

39 

13.00 

7 

Festus  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

2 

1.67 

0 

21 

7.00 

4 

Festus  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

5 

1.67 

2 

264 

88.00 

53 

HioiasanlHcceDeDt. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

2 

0.67 

0 

7 

2.33 

4 

159 

53.00 

55 

Florissant  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

OM 

1 

3 

1.00 

3 

88 

29.33 

32 

Florissant  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

2 

0.67 

1 

12 

4.00 

3 

1422 

474.00 

406 

Ililillllili     i|  III  liliiMIIIIM 

Alcotiol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

6 

8 

2.67 

8 

0 

0.00 

82 

Franldin  County  SherifTs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

3 

3 

1.00 

2 

34 

11.33 

6 

Franklin  County  Stieriffs 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

15 

5  00 

9 

105 

35  00 

25 

1057 

352  33 

305 

Gladstone  Dept.  of  Public  Safety 

Alcohol/Drug  involved 

1 

0.33 

0 

2 

0.67 

3 

68 

22,67 

8 

Gladstone  Dept.  of  Public  Safety 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

1 

2 

0.67 

2 

30 

10  00 

7 

Gladstone  Dept.  of  Public  Safety 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

1 

12 

4.00 

6 

718 

239.33 

198 

Alcohoi/Diw  InvQNed 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

7 

2.33 

0 

[SenStePoliceKpt^^^ 

Speed  -  Exoeedisd  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

IGlendale  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

38 

12.67 

10 

Alcohol/Dmg  Involved 

1 

0.33 

0 

8 

2.67 

0 

51 

17.00 

0 

iGrain  Valley  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0  33 

1 

9 

3.00 

5 

iGraIn  Valley  Police  Dept.  

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

4 

1.33 

1 

138 

46  00 

41 

Alcoliol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

5 

1.67 

88 

29  33 

0 

iGrandvlew  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0  33 

0 

2 

0.67 

1 

61 

20  33 

19 

Icrandview  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0  33 

0 

8 

2.67 

3 

358 

119.33 

139 

Alcotiol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

4 

11 

3.67 

11 

0 

0.00 

70 

Greene  County  SlienfTs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

7 

2.33 

4 

45 

15.00 

12 

Greene  County  Stieriffs 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

14 

4.67 

7 

85 

28.33 

31 

989 

329.67 

368 

Haierlsonville  Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

1 

0.33 

0 

4 

1  33 

0 

23 

7.67 

0 

Harrisonville  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0  33 

0 

16 

5.33 

2 

Hamsonville  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

0 

194 

64  67 

63 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

5 

1 .67 

1 

47 

1 5.67 

0 

Hazelwood  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

3 

1.00 

2 

41 

13.67 

8 

Hazelwood  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

3 

1.00 

0 

13 

4.33 

3 

1123 

374.33 

181 

HolNsiwPolk»Dept 

Alcotiol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

8 

2.67 

0 

Hollister  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

10 

3  33 

3 

Hollister  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

140 

46.67 

41 

Howen  County  Sheilfrs  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0  00 

0 

2 

0.67 

2            1  0 

0.00 

35 

Howell  County  Shenffs  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

6 

2.00 

0            U  18 

6.00 

7 

IV> 
IV> 


1  

Oct.  1,2010  to 
Sept  30,  2013 

•J  I  wf  nnfagvj 

Oct  1,2013  to 
Sept  30, 2014 

Oct  1, 2010  to 
Sept  30, 2013 

3  Yaar  Awarwia 

Oct  1,2013  to 
Sept.  30, 2014 



Oct  1,2010  to 

Sept  30, 2013 

Toar  Average 

Oct  1, 2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Agsncy 

Crash  Type 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

uisaDiing  injuiy 
1  Crashes 

LiisaDiing  injury 
Crashes 

Liisauiiny  injury 
Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Howell  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

5 

1 .67 

1 

29 

9.67 

1 1 

73 

24  33 

129 

Independence  Police  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

6 

2.00 

4 

56 

18.67 

13 

450 

150  00 

0 

Independence  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

9 

3.00 

2 

50 

16.67 

15 

270 

90  00 

91 

independence  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

9 

3  00 

2 

201 

67.00 

59 

2978 

992  67 

877 

Jad(son  County  Sheriffs 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

2 

3 

1.00 

3 

0 

0,00 

18 

Jackson  County  Stieriffs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

6 

2  00 

2 

55 

18.33 

9 

Jackson  County  Sheriffs 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

7 

2.33 

3 

15 

5.00 

9 

0 

0.00 

72 

Jackson  Police  Oept 

Alcohol/Dnjg  Involved 

0 

0.00 

1 

5 

1.67 

2 

30 

10  00 

0 

Jackson  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

2 

Jackson  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0  33 

0 

11 

3.67 

2 

428 

14267 

177 

Jasper  County  SherlfTs 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0-00 

° 

0  67 

2 

0 

0.00 

35 

Jasper  County  Sheriffs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

° 

12.33 

7 

Jasper  County  Sheriffs 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

5 

1.67 

1 

20 

6.67 

7 

0 

0.00 

190 

Jeffiereon  City  Poitce  DeM. 

Alcohol/Dnjg  Involved 

4 

1.33 

1 

17 

5.67 

6 

142 

47.33 

0 

Jefferson  City  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0  00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

8 

Jefferson  City  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

39 

13.00 

 1 

474.67 

385 

Alcohol/Dniq  Involved 

0 

0.00 

10 

26 

8.67 

000 

171 

Jefferson  County  Sheriffs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

3 

27 

9.00 

6 

177 

59.00 

51 

Jefferson  County  Sheriffs 

HazanJous  Moving  Violations 

28 

9.33 

10 

143 

47.87 

41 

0 

0.00 

587 

Jcqitin  Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

8 

2.67 

1 

10 

3.33 

2 

184 

61.33 

0 

Joplin  Police  Oept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

4 

1.33 

2 

4 

1.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

13 

Joplln  Police  Oept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

6 

200 

2 

16 

5.33 

3 

1283 

427.67 

229 

Kansas  City  MO  BciaKi  oTPpKce  ( 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

40 

117 

39  00 

8 

85 

28.33 

0 

Kansas  City  MO  Board  of  Police  ( 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

35 

101 

33,67 

9 

0 

0.00 

196 

KansasiCii^MO  Board  of  Police  C 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

75 

25.00 

98  33 

37 

11379 

3793.00 

2209 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Kearney  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

Kearney  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

2 

0.67 

0 

8 

1.67 

1 

194 

64.67 

34 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Kennett  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Kennett  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

5 

1.87 

0 

116 

38.67 

21 

KMcwood  Police  Om 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

3 

0 

0.00 

0 

Kirkwood  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1 .00 

0 

0 

0.00 

3 

Kiriwood  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

6 

2.00 

2 

584 

194.67 

178 

take  Ixttawaoa  Police  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

1 

0 

0.00 

0 

Lake  Lotawana  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

2 

067 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0  00 

10 

Lake  Lotawana  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

2 

0.67 

0 

5 

1 .67 

0 

82 

27  33 

21 

lake  St  touis  Pdiee  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0,00 

0 

.ake  St  Louis  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0  00 

° 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Lake  St  Louis  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Lamar  Police  Dei)tii 

Alcohol/Orug  Involved 

0 

0,00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0  00 

0 

Lamar  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0,00 

0 

0 

u.uu 

u 

n 
u 

0.00 

0 

Lamar  Police  Oept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

32 

10.67 

9 

Lawrence  County  SHarifrs 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0  00 

0 

s 

1.67 

5 

0 

0.00 

30 

Lawrence  County  Sheriffs 

Speed  ■  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

12 

4.00 

2 

Lawrence  County  Sheriffs 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

3 

1.00 

2 

30 

10  00 

8 

0 

0.00 

146 

Let»iion  PoTice  Dq>t. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

2 

0 

0.00 

0 

Lebanon  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

067 

1 

0 

0.00 

5 

Letianon  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

16 

5.33 

4 

457 

152.33 

66 

Oct  1,2010  to 
Sept  30, 2013 

3  Ysar  Average 

Oct.  1,201 3  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

1 

Oct  1,2010  to 
Sept  30,  2013 

3  Year  Avsrage 

Oct  1,2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Oct.  1,2010  to 
Sept  30, 2013 

3  Year  Average 

Oct  1,2013  to 
Sept  30, 2014 

Agency 

Crash  Type 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

DisaDling  Injury 
Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

MMmit  Police  Oept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

6 

2.00 

0 

25 

8.33 

5 

0 

0  00 

0 

Lee's  Summit  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

4 

1.33 

0 

17 

5.67 

2 

0 

0.00 

17 

Lee's  Summit  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

7 

2.33 

0 

61 

20.33 

10 

2243 

747.67 

466 

Uli»rtriftieiil(iBil^i-,»'^,. 

Alcohol/Doig  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

7 

2.33 

1 

0 

0.00 

0 

Liberty  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0  33 

3 

0 

0.00 

17 

Liberty  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

34 

11.33 

8 

903 

301  00 

305 

IMgiiai  G(Hi>#  SherW*  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

1 

0 

0.00 

7 

Livingston  County  Stienffs  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

\ 

1.33 

0 

15 

5.00 

1 

Livingston  County  Stienffs  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

° 

 \  

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

35 

tMM^  P(Mice  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

1 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Manchester  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Manchester  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

1 

3 

1.00 

1 

345 

115.00 

75 

Maries  County  Shenffs 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

2 

2 

0.67 

2 

0 

0  00 

4 

Maries  County  Shenffs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

1 

0.33 

0 

7 

233 

1 

Maries  County  Shenffs 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

000 

1 

0 

0.00 

2 

0 

0.00 

23 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

000 

0 

Marshall  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Marshall  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

138 

46.00 

37 

Mary  ano  He  ghts  Police  Dep* 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

2 

067 

1 

3 

1.00 

0 

0 

ooo 

0 

Maryland  Heights  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

1 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0.00 

6 

Maryland  Heights  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  ViolatieMis 

1 

0.33 

1 

11 

3.67 

1 

876 

202.00 

168 

^iffSfele  Highway  Patrol 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0.00 

Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0  00 

0 

0 

0  00 

0  00 

Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0,00 

0 

1  5  

0.00 

0 

0.00 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

iMoberty  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

|Mol)ei1y  Police  Dept 

Hajsmlous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

238 

79.33 

93 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Mollne  Acres  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Moline  Acres  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

4 

1.33 

2 

Monett  Police  tlept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

1 

0 

0.00 

0 

Monett  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

3 

1.00 

0 

0 

0  00 

0 

Monett  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0  33 

0 

6 

2.00 

1 

126 

42.00 

19 

Mcmti^       Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Mountain  View  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

Mountain  View  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

2 

0  67 

0 

10 

3.33 

5 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0  00 

0 

3 

1  00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Neosho  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

Neosho  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

4 

1.33 

2 

106 

35  33 

36 

m/tOaPeScaDeiiL  9 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

1 

0.33 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Nevada  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Nevada  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

o 
i. 

u.o/ 

u 

Q 
■3 

1  .uu 

0 

i  Oft 

42.00 

54 

Newton  County  Sheriffs 

Alcohol/Dnjg  Involved 

0 

0.00 

3 

6 

2.00 

6 

0 

0  00 

42 

Newton  County  Sheriffs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

4 

1.33 

1 

25 

8.33 

4 

Newton  County  Sheriffs 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

5 

0 

0.00 

17 

0 

0.00 

202 

NiWiPal'OeDeBt  'aUBIC.r- 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Nixa  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

2 

NIxa  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

1 

251 

83.67 

96 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Oct  1,2010  to 
Sept  30, 2013 

^  Vamp  AiMviBnA 

Oct  1, 2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Oct  1, 201010 
Sept  30, 2013 

S  Yanr  AworaaA 

Oct  1.2013  to 
Sept  30, 2014 

1  

Oct.  1,2010  to 

Sept.  30.  2013 

o  TvaiMwrage 

Oct.  1,2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Aganey 

Crash  Type 

Fatal  Cnwhea 

FbM  Cvwhss 

Fatal  Crashes 

DisAhlinn  Iniiirv 

Disahlinn  Iniiirv 

wff  aa  1  ICO 

nisahlinn  Iniiirv 
uisauiiiiy  iiijuiy 

wl  aoiico 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crathee 

Total  Crashes 

Noel  Police  Deot 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

n 

u.uu 

U 

0 

0.00 

2 

Noel  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

n 
u 

u.uu 

u 

1 1 

3.67 

2 

■HHBn  Citv  Police  0^ 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

n 
£. 

n  ft7 

U.D  f 

u 

0 

0.00 

0 

North  Kansas  City  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

£. 

n  ft7 

U.D/ 

U 

0 

0.00 

4 

North  Kansas  City  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

•7 

I 

0 

31 1 

103.67 

81 

O'Falton  Police  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

n  nn 
U.UU 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

O'Fallon  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

O'Fallon  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Olivette  PoNce  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Olivette  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0  00 

1 

Olivette  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0,67 

1 

117 

39.00 

52 

Qrt^togo  Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Oronogo  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Oronogo  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0  67 

0 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Osage  Beach 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0-00 

0 

Osage  Beach 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

4 

1.33 

0 

140 

46  67 

44 

Osage  County  Sheriffs 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

1 

2 

0.07 

2 

0 

0.00 

15 

Osage  County  Sheriffs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

OJQO 

1 

2 

0.87 

4 

Osage  County  Sheriffs 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

1 

0 

0.00 

5 

0 

0.00 

72 

OvertaiiaPoliWBeot 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0  33 

2 

0 

0.00 

0 

Overiand  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1  GO 

2 

0 

0.00 

11 

Overland  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0  00 

1 

8 

2  67 

4 

401 

133.67 

105 

Ozark  Police  Oapt 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

1 

0  33 

1 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0  00 

0 

Ozart<  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

4 

1  33 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

3 

Ozarit  Police  Dept  

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

s 

1.67 

0 

19 

6.33 

2 

339 

-  - 

1  i  0 

85 

ia;liiil.l:/.^l?PjlTgff— ^BPP 

Alcotwl/Diug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

U.IIU 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Parma  Pdiee  Dept 

Speed  -  Bioeeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Parma  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

D 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

Pecuttar  Po«ce  OI>tttrf-'^'"rmm 

Alcohol/Dnjg  Involved 

1 

0.33 

4 

1 

n 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Peculiar  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Peculiar  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

4 

1 .33 

0 

68 

22.67 

13 

Pemiscot  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

2 

1 

n 

U.Jo 

1 

0 

0.00 

22 

Pemiscot  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

A 

\ 

n 

U.O  J 

0 

4 

1 .33 

1 

Pemiscot  County  Sheriffs  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

1 

u 

n  nn 

U.uu 

3 

0 

0  00 

99 

Pevety  Pdice  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

u 

0.00 

u 

•5 

n  R7 

u 

0 

0,00 

0 

Pevely  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

u 

0.00 

0 

A 

\ 

U.JO 

n 
U 

0 

0.00 

2 

Pevely  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

u 

0.00 

0 

1 

1 

n  11 
u.oo 

■1 

61 

20.33 

17 

Phelps  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0-00 

1 

A 
»t 

1 .  jj 

4 

0 

0.00 

27 

Phelps  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

u 

0.00 

u 

1  00 

n 
U 

i-i 
o1 

10.33 

7 

Phelps  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

2 

n 
u 

n  nn 
u.uu 

7 

0 

0.00 

166 

pace  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Alcohol/Dnjg  Involved 

0 

0  00 

0 

7 

2.33 

7 

0 

0  00 

1 8 

Pike  County  Sheriffs  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

1 

4 

1,33 

3 

Pike  County  Sheriffs  Dept, 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

8 

0 

000 

59 

Ptalte  County  Sheriffs 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

2 

1 

0.33 

1 

0 

0.00 

18 

Platte  County  Sheriffs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

2 

0.67 

0 

47 

1567 

4 

Platte  County  Sheriffs 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

2 

0 

0.00 

6 

0 

0.00 

129 

Pleasant  Mi  Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

1 

2 

0.67 

1 

0 

0.00 

0 

Pleasant  Hill  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

2 

0.67 

1 

0 

0.00 

7 

IV> 

cn 


Oct  1,2010  to 
Sept  30,  2013 

3  Year  Average 

Oct.  1,  2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Oct  1,  2010  to 
Sept  30,  2013 

3  Year  Average 

Oct  1,2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Oct  1,  2010  to 
Sept  30,  2013 

3  Year  Average 

Oct.  1,2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

A^Gncy 

Cvasti  Type 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Pleasant  Hill  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0  00 

2 

5 

1.67 

1 

62 

2067 

36 

Potosi  Polna  Depl 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Potosi  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

000 

0 

Potosi  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

067 

0 

35 

11.67 

4 

Ravmore  Police  ommmsi 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0  00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

000 

0 

Raymore  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

Raymore  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

91 

30.33 

35 

f^iMcMwi  Mice  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

1 

4 

1.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Raytown  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1  00 

2 

0 

0.00 

16 

Raytown  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

000 

0 

5 

1.67 

2 

246 

82.00 

116 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

1 

033 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

000 

0 

Republic  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

000 

0 

0 

0.00 

3 

Republic  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

3 

1.00 

0 

4 

1.33 

0 

151 

50.33 

34 

mWiimte  Police  Dept 

Alcohol/Doig  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Richmond  Heights  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0.00 

11 

Richmond  Heights  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

9 

300 

3 

671 

223  67 

274 

Rivmide  Police  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

1 

0.33 

1 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Riverside  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

1 

0.33 

1 

0 

0.00 

1 

Riverside  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

2 

0.67 

2 

90 

30.00 

7 

mm^f^Dmi.  .^  ..,  

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

2 

0.67 

0 

4 

1.33 

1 

0 

0.00 

0 

Rolla  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

2 

0.67 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0.00 

6 

Rolla  Police  Dept 

Haardous  Moving  Violations 

2 

0.87 

1 

10 

3.33 

1 

SS8 

186.00 

244 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0  00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Scott  City  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

' 

0 

0  00 

0 

0 

0.00 

2 

Scott  City  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Mov'^g  Violations 

1 

0.33 

1 

0 

0  00 

1 

64 

21.33 

16 

Scott  CoilHllWIIIIIIIIIIlliiliilllM  Invoivea 

0 

0.00 

2 

3 

1.00 

3 

0 

0.00 

28 

Scott  County  SherifTs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

8 

2.67 

1 

Scott  County  Sheriffs 

Hazardous  Movino  Violations 

0 

0.00 

1 

0 

0.00 

1 

0 

0.00 

80 

0 

0.00 

0 

6 

2.00 

2 

0 

0.00 

0 

Sedalia  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

7 

Sedalia  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

4 

1.33 

0 

470 

156.67 

128 

Seneca  Police  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Seneca  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0,00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

Seneca  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

14 

4.67 

6 

Slggmur  Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Seymour  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0  00 

0 

1 

0  33 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

Seymour  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0  33 

1 

6 

2.00 

6 

Swnwsbuiy  Pofice  DeiA. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Shrewsbury  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0  00 

1 

0 

0.00 

3 

Shrewsbury  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

1 

83 

27  67 

36 

Stkeston  Dept  of  Public  S^Mv 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

2 

0.67 

0 

1 

0  33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Sikeston  Dept.  of  Public  Safety 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

Sikeston  Dept  of  Public  Safety 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

3 

1  00 

0 

5 

1.67 

3 

368 

122.67 

74 

Smiltwilte  Police  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

1 

0.33 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Smifhville  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

000 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

2 

Smifhville  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

3 

81 

27.00 

38 

S|»ft^iiMd  PoNce  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

8 

2.67 

0 

34 

11.33 

4 

0 

0.00 

0 

Springfield  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

10 

3.33 

1 

15 

5.00 

5 

0 

0.00 

106 

Springfield  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

14 

4.67 

1 

48 

16.00 

10 

2900 

966.67 

1243 

IV> 


Oct  1,2010  to 
Sept  30,  2013 

3  Year  Avttragc 

Octi,  2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Oct  1,2010  to 
Sept.  30,  2013 

3  Year  Avenigv 

Oct  1, 2013  to 
Sept.  30,  2014 

Oct  1,2010  to 
Sept.  30, 2013 

3  Year  Avaraga 

Oct  1,2013  to 
Sept.  30,  2014 

Agency 

Crash  Type 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

St  Ann  Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0  33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

St.  Ann  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

3 

St  Ann  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

4 

1  33 

0 

126 

42  00 

18 

St  Charles  City  Police 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

3 

1.00 

2 

16 

5  33 

2 

0 

0  00 

0 

St.  Charles  City  Police 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

2 

0.67 

1 

11 

3.67 

1 

0 

0  00 

18 

St.  Ctiaries  City  Police 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

4 

1.33 

1 

25 

8  33 

2 

1196 

39867 

388 

^  Charles  County  StMrifrs 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0  00 

3 

5 

1  67 

5 

0 

0.00 

58 

St  Ctiaries  County  Sheriffs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0  00 

0 

22 

7.33 

3 

162 

54  00 

25 

St  Charles  County  Sheriffs 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

2 

0 

0.00 

17 

0 

0.00 

514 

St  Clair  Police  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0  00 

0 

3 

1.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

St  Clair  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

000 

0 

1 

0  33 

0 

0 

0.00 

4 

St  Clair  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

2 

067 

1 

5 

1.67 

0 

116 

38.67 

27 

St  John  Police  D^pt 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

1 

0.33 

1 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

St.  John  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

033 

1 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

4 

St  John  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

1 

1 

0.33 

1 

84 

28.00 

51 

St  Joseph  Police  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

6 

2  00 

0 

31 

10.33 

2 

0 

000 

0 

St  Joseph  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

7 

2  33 

1 

23 

7.67 

2 

0 

000 

28 

St.  Joseph  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

9 

3.00 

1 

106 

35.33 

16 

1258 

419.33 

439 

Sfc  Dbuts  County  Police 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0  00 

3 

15 

5.00 

15 

0 

0  00 

111 

St  Louis  County  Police 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

3 

34 

11.33 

4 

402 

134.00 

63 

St  Louis  County  Police 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

6 

0 

0.00 

24 

0 

0.00 

1409 

St  Louis  NMmPoliCR 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

13 

4.33 

4 

26 

8.87 

6 

0 

0.00 

0 

Ol.  LOUIB  MeuO  rOllOB 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

S2 

17.33 

10 

78 

28.33 

10 

0 

0.00 

213 

St  Louis  Metre  Police 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

58 

18.67 

20 

149 

49.87 

24 

5776 

1925.33 

1565 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

3 

1.00 

0 

9 

3.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

St  Peters  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

9 

3.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

15 

St  Peters  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

2 

0  67 

0 

?? 

7  33 

2 

1202 

400.67 

352 

St.  Robert  Police  Dept. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

2 

C  67 

0 

3 

1  00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

St.  Robert  Police  Dept 

Speed  ..  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0  00 

0 

0  33 

0 

0 

0  00 

3 

St.  Robert  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0  33 

0 

7 

2  33 

2 

168 

56.00 

49 

WfeiiaiiWllliMMBtliBtliBMIlffiS.E 

Alcohol/Dmg  Involved 

0 

0.00 

2 

1 

0.33 

1 

0 

000 

15 

Ste.  Genevieve  County  SherlfTs  C 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

3 

1.00 

0 

20 

6.67 

4 

Ste.  Genevieve  County  ShetltTs  C 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 
0.00 

4 

2 

0 

0.00 

4 
4 

0 
0 

0.00 

81 

Stone  County  Sheriffs 

Aloohol/Drua  Invohed 
Speed -atcoeded  Limit 

0 
Q 

0.00 

2 

4 

3 

1.33 
1.00 

1 

20 

0.00 
6.87 

37 
8 

Stone  County  Sheriffs 

Hazardous  Moving  VIolalions 

0 

0.00 

2 

0 

0.00 

7 

0 

0.00 

140 

Texas  County  ShenfTs 

Alcohol/Drug  Invoked 

0 

0  00 

1 

6 

2.00 

6 

0 

0.00 

34 

Texas  County  Shenffs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

5 

1.67 

0 

16 

5.33 

2 

Texas  County  Shenffs 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

1 

0 

0  00 

7 

0 

0.00 

101 

Town  &  Country  Police 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

6 

2.00 

3 

0 

0.00 

0 

Town  &  Country  Police 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0  00 

0 

3 

1.00 

0 

0 

0  00 

6 

Town  &  Country  Police 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0  33 

0 

23 

7.67 

0 

952 

317.33 

434 

Tr«rilto&  Highway  Safety.Otv  , 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0  00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

#REFI 

#REF! 

#REFI 

Traffic  &  Highway  Safety  Div 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

#REFI 

#REF! 

0 

Traffic  &  Highway  Safety  Div 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Tftw  Police  Dept  :JMlilillK 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

2 

067 

0 

6 

200 

0 

0 

0  00 

0 

Troy  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

000 

1 

Troy  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

000 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

121 

40.33 

37 

0 

0.00 

0 

7 

2.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

IV> 


Oct  1,2010  to 
Sept  30, 2013 

3  Year  Average 

Oct  1,2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Oct  1,  2010  to 
Sept  30,  2013 

3  Year  Average 

Oct  1,2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Octi,  2010  to 
Sept  30, 2013 

3  Year  Average 

Oct.  1,2013  to 
Sept  30,  2014 

Agency 

Crssh  Type 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Fatal  Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

Disabling  Injury 
Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Total  Crashes 

Union  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0.00 

4 

Union  Police  Oept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

6 

2.00 

° 

199 

66.33 

47 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

3 

1  00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0.00 

0 

University  City  Police 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 



0 

0.00 

3 

University  City  Police 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

1 

207 

69.00 

66 

VeMaCttyPoHceOeiA. 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Velda  City  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

 1 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Velda  City  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

000 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

3 

1.00 

0 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Verona  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

Verona  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

3 

1.00 

4 

IMWiingtDn  County  Sheriffs  DepI 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

4 

4 

1.33 

4 

0 

0.00 

33 

Washington  County  Stienff  s  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

1 

6 

2.00 

0 

32 

1067 

4 

Washington  County  Shenffs  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

1 

0 

0.00 

7 

0 

0.00 

84 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

1 

0  33 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Washington  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

Washington  Police  Dept. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

1 

0.33 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

395 

131.67 

110 

Wayne  County  SherifTs 

Alcohol/Dnig  Involved 

0 

0.00 

1 

4 

1.33 

4 

0 

0.00 

29 

Wayne  County  Sheriffs 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0.00 

0 

1 

0.33 

0 

2 

0;67 

^ 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

2 

0 

0.00 

2 

0 

0.00 

84 

W^^^^^^geriff^ 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Webb  City  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

Webb  C'tv  Pc-.fcs  Dec* 

'  ^     ' -    -  Violations 

0 

0.00 

c 

8 

2  67 

1 

208 

60.33 

35 

WeDsre'^i 

0 

0.00 

0 

1 

0  33 

1 

#REFI 

«REFI 

#REFI 

Webs  ;^  

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0,00 

0 

4 

1.33 

0 

37 

12.33 

6 

WebSLei               Oi  ici  1 11  b  uepl. 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

2 

0 

0.00 

7 

0 

0.00 

182 

iWebster  Groves  Polios  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 
Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 
0 

0.00 
0.00 

0 
0 

2 
3 

0.67 
1.00 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0.00 
0.00 

0 
5 

lyVebster  Groves  Police  De|)t 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

13 

4.33 

2 

266 

88.67 

110 

Alcohol/Drug  lnvoh«d 

1 

0.33 

0 

2 

0.67 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

Wentzvllle  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

jr 
0 

1.67 

0 

0 

0.00 

6 

Wentzville  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

10 

3.33 

2 

324 

108.00 

149 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

West  Plains  Police  Dept 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0  00 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

0 

000 

6 

West  Plains  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

000 

0 

0 

0.00 

1 

229 

76  33 

95 

hMllcnrSpnniK  Police  Dept 

Alcohol/Drug  Involved 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

000 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

[willow  Springs  Police  Dept. 

Speed  -  Exceeded  Limit 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

2 

Iwillow  Springs  Police  Dept 

Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

0 

0.00 

0 

0 

0.00 

0 

21 

7.00 

10 

IV> 
00 


Training  Report  by  Program 


Project  Number 

Fiscal  Year        Traininq  Date            Tralninq  Provider 

CEU  Hours 

#Part. 

Passed  Failed 

Program:  GENERAL 
Course:     Advanced  Crash  Investigation 

,  ..Location:.,,,  Je«^|i,gty. Cole Cpynft!.^  .   

14-AI-04^02                    2014             July  14, 2014           MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

48 

20 

26 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

MSHP 
SherHT 

Counties 

Boone,  Cape  Girardeau,  Jackson,  Miller,  Phelps,  St.  Charles,  St. 
Francois 

Cape  Girardeau,  Dent,  Howell,  Laclede,  Morgan,  New  Madrid, 
Phelps,  Pulaski,  St.  Louis 

Clay 

Cities 

Columbia,  Cape  Girardeau,  Eldon,  Rolla,  0  Fallon,  Farmington, 
Kansas  City  -  Jackson  County 

Jackson,  Salem,  West  Plains,  Lebanon,  Versailles,  Portageville,  Rolla, 
Saint  Robert,  Maryland  Heights 

Liberty 

Group  Totals: 

48 

20 

20 

0 

Course:  ARiOE 
r-       Location:  jjfgiil 

14-K8-03-051 

2014               August  08, 2014         Missouri  Southern  State  University 

0 

5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Barton,  Jasper,  Taney 

Cities 
Jasper 

Group  Totals: 

0 

5 

5 

0 

Location:- ^iiMilllfe^ 
14-K8-03-052 

2014               July  10, 2014  MOPS 

16 

13 

13 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

Cass,  Jackson,  St.  Louis 

Cities 

Raymore,  Grandview,  Sugar  Creek,  Saint  Ann 

MSHP 

Buchanan  Cass 

Group  Totals; 

16 

13 

13 

0 

,  ,  ,  Lo«^fon:  Hillsbop) 
14-K8-03-052 

2014              March  26, 2014  MOPS 

16 

""^20""''"""' 

20 

0 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number 


Fiscal  Year        Training  Date 


Training  Provider 


CEU  Hours  #Part 


Passed  Failed 


Agency  Types 

Sheriff 

State  Agency 


Counties 

Jefferson 

St.  Louis 


Police 

Franklin,  Jefferson,  St.  Louis 

New/  Haven,  Arnold,  Crystal  City 

Prosecuting  Attorney 

Jefferson 

Group  Totals: 

16              20  20 

0 

Location:  mSKKM 

IWy-ColeC 

14-K8-03-053 

2014 

March  19,  2014          MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

16             23  23 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Monr 

Police 

Sheriff 

Counties 

i^aiiiQeni  oianx,  risus,  ruuiaiii,  oi.  onanes 
Camden,  Cass,  Clay,  Greene,  St.  Louis 
Clark,  Clay,  Jasper 

Cities 

LaKe  (jzarK  oamuen  oouniy,  ^arnaenion,  oiimax  opnnQS,  ivanoKa, 

Unionville,  Foristell  -  St.  Charles  County 

Linn  Creek,  Camdenton,  Hanlsonville,  Kearney,  Republic,  Creve 

Coeur,  Vinlta  Park 

Kahoka,  Liberty,  Carthage 

14-K8-03-053 

2014 

December  04,  201 3     MSHP  -  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

16            21  21 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
MSHP 

Police 

Sheriff 

Counties 

Omgon,  Phelps,  Platte,  St.  Charles 

Boone,  Camden,  Cole,  DeKalb,  Lafayette,  Polk,  Scott,  Shannon,  St 
Clair,  Vemon 

Cass 

Thayer,  EdgarSprings,  Platte  City,  Saint  Char^ 

Centralia,  Osage  Beach  -  Camden  County,  Waverly,  Bolivar,  Scott 
City,  Winona,  Osceola,  Nevada,  Cameron  -  DeKalb  County,  Jefferson 
City  -  Cole  County 
Harrisonville 

14-K8-03-053 

2014 

August  06,  2014         MSHP  -  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

16             19  19 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Other 

MSHP 

Sheriff 


Counties 

Cass,  Crawford,  Jefferson,  Lincoln 
Cape  Girardeau,  Clay 
Camden,  C^le,  Lincoln 
Cape  Girardeau,  Clay,  Webster 


Cities 

Harrisonville,  Sullivan  -  Crawford  County,  Pevely,  Troy 
Cape  Girardeau,  Gladstone 
Camdenton,  Troy,  Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 
Jackson,  Liberty,  Marshfield 


Group  Totals: 

48 

63 

63 

0 

Location:    JopJin  -  Jasper  County 



CO 

o 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number  Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  Training  Provider 

14-K8-03-052  2014  May  06, 2014  MOPS 


CEU  Hours       #Part        Passed  Failed 


16  21 


21  0 


Aaencv  Tvoes 
Sheriff 

Counties 
Greene,  Jasper 

Cities 

Police 

Prosecuting  Attorney 

Jasper,  Newton 
Jasper 

Oronogo,  Joplin  -  Jasper  County,  Carl  Junction,  Carthage,  Duquesne, 
Sarcoxie,  Neosho,  Joplin  -  Newton  County 
Joplin  -  Jasper  County 

Group  Totals:                             16             21  21 

0 

14-K8-03-052 

2014               August  11, 2014 

MOPS                                                                    0            13  13 

0 

Aaencv  TVoes 

Sheriff 

Counties 

Christian 

CIBes 

Police 

Christian,  Taney,  Wsbster 

Nto,  Ozark,  Branson,  Seymour 

Group  Totals:                               0             13  13 

0 

tioMI^  Gliiane  Counly  - 

14-K8-03-051 

2014               May  01, 2014 

Missouri  Southern  State  University                                 0             7  7 

"o"'" 

Aaencv  Tvnes 

Police 

Counties 

Dent,  Greene,  Polk,  Stone 

Cities 

Salem,  Republic,  Bolivar,  Galena,  Springfield  -  Greene  County 

14-K8-03-052 

2014                October  10,  2013 

MOPS                                                                      16             16  16 

0 

Agency  Types  Counties  Cities 

IMoDOT  Cole 

Police  Christian,  Greene,  Jasper,  Jefferson,  Taney  Nixa,  Billings,  Republic,  Carl  Junction,  Pevely,  Branson,  Forsyth 

Prosecuting  Attorney  Camden,  Stone 

Sheriff  Maries 


Group  Totals: 

16 

23 

23 

0 

.  CouBo: 

liiliMliBHBMlii^ 

MgJm 

(1  Supervisor       ^.  ^  ^ , 

CO 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number  Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  Training  Provider  CEU  Hours        #Part        Passed  Failed 

14.164-AL-001  2014  December  02, 2013     MSC  40  11  11  0 


Anonr*u  Tunac 
ntlcl  iwV  1  V  U09 

Police 
Sheriff 

Count  ias 

Clay,  Greene,  Jackson,  Lafayette,  Miller,  Mofgan,  Pemiscot,  St. 

Charles,  St.  Louis 

Franklin 

Smithville,  Republic,  Greenwood,  Odessa,  Eldon,  Laurie, 

Caruthersville,  Wentzville,  Creve  Coeur 

Union 

14.164-AL-001 

2014 

April  07, 2014  MSC 

40             13  13 

0 

AoencvTviMS 

Police 

MSHP 

Counties 

McDonald,  St.  Louis,  Texas,  Vernon,  Warren 
Jackson 

Cities 

South  West  City,  Bella  Villa,  Ferguson,  Wellston,  Cabool,  Nevada, 
Wright  City 

Lees  SunHnit  -  Jackson  County 

Sheriff 

Clay 

Liberty 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

May  19, 2014  MSC 

40             13  13 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Counties 
St.  Charles 

Citi?? 
O  Fallon 

St3te  Agency 

uonnson 

wai  1  ensourg 

Police 

Boone,  Franklin,  Jackson,  Jasper,  Jefferson,  Livingston,  St  Charles, 
St  Louis 

Columbia,  Carthage,  Pevely,  Chillicothe,  0  Fallon,  Breckenridge  Hills, 
Woodson  Terrace,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson  County,  Sullivan  -  Franklin 
County 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

September  1 5, 201 '  MSC 

40             g  9 

0 

Aaencv  TVoes 

Police 

State  Agency 

Counties 

Christian,  Clay,  Pemiscot,  Ray,  St.  Francois,  St.  Louis 
Macon 

Cities 

Ozark,  Noitti  Kansas  City,  Steele,  Richmond,  Leadlngton, 
Bellefontaine  Neighbors,  Eureka,  Rock  Hill 

Macon 

Group  Totals: 

160              46  46 

0 

Course:     BAG  Type  II  Super 

MMMI 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

May  12. 2014  MSC 

14             12  12 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

Franklin,  Jefferson,  SL  Louis 

CiOes 

Saint  Clair,  Pevely,  Maryland  Heights,  Berkeley,  Brentwood, 
Bridgeton,  Rock  Hill,  Saint  Ann,  Webster  Groves 

CO 
IV> 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number  Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  Training  Provider  CEU  Hours       #ParL        Passed  Failed 

14-164-AL-001  2014  November  14, 2013     MSC  14  23  23  0 


Agency  Types  Counties  Cities 

Police  SL  Charles,  St.  Louis,  St.  Louis  City  Saint  Peters,  Wentzville,  Hazelwood,  Manchester,  Kirkwood,  Ballwin, 

Bellefontaine  Neighbors  Chesterfield  Des  Peres.  Ellisville.  Florissant, 

 University  City.  Saint  Louis 


Group  Totals:  28  35  35  0 


Location: 
14-164-AL-001 

RichTOPOdiMgli^.. 

2014 

October  11, 2013  MSC 

""i4  " 

0 

Aaency  Tvdm 

Police 

Counties 

Jefferson,  St.  Louis 

Cities 

Hillsboro,  Frontenac,  Eureka,  Richmond  Heights,  Sunset  IHills 

Sheriff 

St.  Louis 

Clayton 

Group  Totals: 

14             13  13 

0 

mffy  Location:  ' 

■■■■Hiintry 

WBmKm'  91 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

November  21,  2013  MSC 

14              18  18 

0 

Aaency  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Franklin,  Jefferson,  St  Charles,  SL  Louis 

Cities 

NSW  Haven.  Byrnes  Min,  O  FaHon,  Lalw  Saint  Louis,  Foristell  -  St 
Charles  County.  Manchester,  Olivstle,  Overtand,  Chesterfield,  Des 
Peres,  Ferguson,  Rock  Hill,  Town  and  Country 

Group  Totals: 

14             18  18 

0 

14-164^-001 

2014 

" October  07, 201 3  iWISC 

14              8  8 

0 

Agency  TvDes 

Police 

Counties 

Clay,  Jackson,  Johnson,  Platte,  Ray 

Cities 

Pleasant  Valley  -  Clay  County,  Grandview,  Oak  Grove  -  Jackson 
County,  Centerview,  Platte  City,  Richmond 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

October  17, 2013  MSC 

14             12  12 

0 

Agency  Types  Counties  Cities 

Police  Cass,  Jackson,  Jasper,  Lafayette,  Newton,  Pettis,  Saline  Peculiar,  Grandview,  Carl  Junction,  Higginsville,  Neosho,  Sedalia, 

Marshall 
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12/1/2014 


Protect  Number  Fiscal  Year        Training  Date  Training  Provider  CEU  Hours        #Part        Passed  Failed 

14-164-AL-001  2014  December  09, 2013     MSG  16  3  3  0 


Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Greene,  Lafayette,  Miller 

CMee 

Republic,  Odessa,  Eldon 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

December  1 1 , 201 3  MSG 

8              2  2 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Christian 

Cities 
Nixa 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

December  1 6, 201 3  MSG 

14               6  6 

0 

Aaoncv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
Cass,  Jasper 

Cities 

Lake  Winnebago,  Oronogo,  Jopiin  -  Jasper  County,  Duquesne.  Webb 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

December  18,  2013  MSG 

8              8  8 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Cass,  Clay,  Jackson,  Morgan,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis 

Cities 

Garden  City,  Smithville,  Greenwood,  Laurie,  Wentzvilie,  Creve  Coeur 

SlierifF 

Franklin 

Union 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

April  23, 2014  MSG 

8             15  15 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Counties 
Clay,  Greene 

Cities 

Liberty,  Springfield  -  Greene  County 

MSHP 

Camden 

Linn  Creek 

Police 

Jackson,  McDonald,  Polk,  Saline,  St.  Louis,  Wamn 

Greenwood,  South  West  City,  Bolivar,  Marshall,  WBlfston,  Woodson 
Terrace,  Wright  City 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

April  17, 2014  MSG 

16              4  4 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Scott,  St.  Louis,  Texas,  Vemon 

Cities 

Miner,  Bella  Villa,  Cabool,  Nevada 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

April  21, 2014  MSG 

14            12  12 

0 

CO 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date 

Training  Provider 

CEU  Hours       #ParL        Passed  Faiied 

AoencvTvnes 

Police 

Counliee 

Cass.  Clay,  Jackson,  Johnson,  St.  Louis 

cmes 

itarrtonville,  Raymore,  Smithvilie,  l^ytown,  Warrensbuig,  Ferguson 

Olid  III 

Clay 

Lioeny 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

May  01, 2014 

MSG 

14              6                6  0 

Moencv  ivDBS 

Police 

Counties 
Bates,  Lafayette 

Cities 

Butler,  Odessa 

MSHP 

Jackson,  Saline 

Marshall,  Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  County 

Olldlll 

Henry 

Clinton  -  Henry  Coun^ 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

May  15, 2014 

MSG 

14              6                6  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

Cass,  Clay 

Ottes 

Pleasant  Hill,  Northmoor  -  Clay  County,  Kearney 

ollcf  ill 

Cass,  Clay 

Harrisonvilie,  Lit>erty 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

May  29, 2014 

MSG 

14              4                 4  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

CounUas 

Jackson,  Jasper 

CitiW 

CarthaaA  Kanfias  Citv  -  Jackson  Cotintv 

14.le4-AL-001 

2014 

June  02,  2014 

MSG 

8               7                 7  0 

Aaencv  Tvnee 

Police 

Boone,  Franklin,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis 

Cities 

Columbia,  Washington,  0  Fallon,  Breckenridge  Hills,  Woodson 
Terrace,  Sullivan  -  Franklin  County 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

June  03. 2014 

MSG 

8              6                6  0 

MUeilCV  lYPTO 

Police 

Counties 

Jasper 

Cities 
Webb  City 

MSHP 

Cole 

Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 

Slierlff 

Jefferson,  Reynolds,  St.  Charles 

Hillsboro,  Centerville,  0  Fallon 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number 

14-164-AL-001 

Fiscal  Year        Trainina  Date           Trainina  Provider 
2014               June  10, 2014  MSC 

CEU  Hours        #ParL        Passed  Failed 
14              3                3  0 

Aaencv  TvDes 
State  Agency 

Counties 

Johnson 

Wammsbutg 

Police 

Livingston 

Chilllcothe 

14-164-AL-001 

2014               July  21, 2014  MSC 

14              7                7  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

Callaway,  Cass,  Jackson,  Phelps,  Platte,  Pulasid 

Cities 

Holts  Summit,  Belton,  Lake  Lotawana,  Rolla,  Waynesvilie,  Riverside  - 
Platte  County 

14-164-AL-001 

2014               September  22, 20V  MSC 

16              1  10 

Aaencv  Tvues 
State  Agency 

Counties 
Macon 

Cities 
Macon 

14-164nAL-001 

2014              September  25, 201'  MSC 

14               3                 3  0 

Aaencv  TVoes 
State  Agency 

Counties 

Macon 

Cities 

Macon 

Police 

St  Francois,  St.  Louis 

Leadtngton,  Eurelta 

14-164-AL-001 

2014              September  24. 201<  MSC 

8               7                 7  0 

Aaoncv  Tvdm 

Police 

Counties 

Jadcson,  Si  Louis,  Stone 

Cities 

Beverly  Hills,  Branson  West,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson  County 

Sheriff 

IHenry 

Clinton  -  Henry  County 

State  Agency 

Macon 

Macon 

Group  Totals:                            236            120              ^20  0 

14.ie4-AL-001 

2014              March  19, 2014  MSC 

14  ^ 

Aaencv  Tvdos 

Police 

Countias 

Franklin,  Jefferson 

Cifies 

GeraM,  Unkm,  Washington,  De  Soto 

Sheriff  Franklin,  Jefferson 


CO 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number 


Fiscal  Year       Training  Date 


Training  Provider 


^GrougTotate 


CEU  Hours 
14 


#Part 
11 


Passed 
11 


Failed 
0 


Course:     BAG  Type  III  Operator 


14-K8-03-051 


2014 


July  21, 2014 


Missouri  Southern  State  University 


13 


13 


Sheriff 


Counttes 

Bates,  Linn 


CItlea 

Adrian  Bufier 


Group  Totals: 


13 


13 


14-K8-03-051 


2014  Fet)ruary  03, 2014      Missouri  Southern  State  University  24  13 


13  0 


Agency  Types 
Police 


Counties 

Jasper,  Newton,  Stone 


Cities 

Oronogo,  Carthage,  Sarcoxie,  Webb  City,  Seneca,  Hurley 


Group  Totals: 


24 


13 


13 


Location:  Chesterfield 
14-164-AL-001  2014 


March  24, 2014 


MSG 


32 


Agency  Typea 

Police 


Counties 

St.  Louis,  Warren 


Cities 

Manchester,  Bridgeton,  Chesterfield,  Town  and  Country,  Foristell  ■ 
Warren  County   


14-164-AL-001 


2014 


March  31, 2014  MSG 


32 


Agency  Tvoes 
Police 


Counties 

St.  Charles,  St.  Louis,  Warren 


CffiK 

Lake  Saint  Louis,  Manchester,  Bridgeton,  Chesterfield,  Town  and 
Country,  Foristell  -  VWinen  County  


Group  Totals; 


'  Location: 
14-164-AL-G01 


August  18, 2014  MSG 


CO 
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12/1/2014 


Proiect  Number 

Fiscal  Year        Tralnina  Date 

Tralnina  Provider 

CEU  Hours 

#  Part        Passed  Failed 

Aaencv  TvDQt 

Police 

Counties 

Rnnnp  Hlav  Webster 

Cities 

Columbia,  Pleasant  Valley  -  Clay  County,  Seymour 

State  Agency 

Macon 

Macon 

Sheriff 

Audrain,  Howard 

Mexico,  Fayette 

Group  Totals: 

32 

9                9  0 

Location:  3||||| 

mSm  -  Cole  c 

14-K8-03-053 

2014 

April  16,  2014 

MSHP  -  Law/  Enforcement  Academy 

0 

34               34  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
MSHP 

Counties 
Cole 

Cities 

Jefferson  City  •  Cole  County 

14-K8-03-053 

2014 

November  19, 2013 

MSHP  -  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

0 

30               30  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
MSHP 

Counties 

Cole 

Cities 

Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 

Group  Totals: 

0 

64                64  0 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

August  18,  2014 

MSG 

32 

10               10  0 

Aaencv  TVoes 

Police 

Counties 

Jefferson,  St,  Charles,  St,  Louis 

Cltl^ 

Byrnes  Mill,  0  Fallon,  Pagedale,  Kirkwood,  Rock  Hill,  Town  and 

Country 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

September  15, 201  < 

MSG 

32 

12               12  0 

Aaencv  TVdos 

Police 

Sheriff 

Counties 

Franklin,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis 
Warren 

Cities 

New  Haven,  Wentzville,  Kirkwood,  Berkeley,  Brentwood,  Chesterfield, 

Ellisvllle 

Warrenton 

Group  Totals: 

64 

22                22  0 

Page  10  of  82 


12/1/2014 


Proiect  Number 

14-164-AL-001 

Fiscal  Year       Traininq  Date           Trainina  Provider 

2014               August  04, 2014  MSG 

CEU  Hours       #Part.        Passed  Failed 
32             13               13  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

PoticG 

Counties 
St.  Louis 

Cities 

l\1aryland  Heights,  Bellefontaine  Neighbors,  Chariack,  Chesterfiekl, 
Edmundson,  Ferguson 

Group  Totals: 

32              13  13 

0 

Location:  VIAnnmlHl 

14-164-AL-001 

1 

2014 

November  04. 2013     MSG                                                                    32            12  12 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Sheriff 

Qwrtif? 

Bates,  Callaway,  Clay,  Jackson,  Miller,  lUlorgan,  Pettis,  St.  Charles 
jacKson 

Cities 

Adrian,  Fulton,  Excelsior  Springs  -  Clay  County,  Blue  Springs,  Eldon, 
Laurie,  Sedalia,  Wentzvllle,  Lake  Ozark  -  Miller  County 
Lees  ouiTirnii  jacivsun  wuuniy 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

February  03, 2014  MSG 

32            11  11 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

Cass,  Clay,  Crawford,  Henry,  Jackson,  Johnson,  Saline 

Cities 

Pleasant  Hill,  Raymore,  Bourbon,  Clinton  -  Henry  County,  Marshall 

Sheriff 

Clay,  Jackson,  Johnson 

Liberty,  Centervlew,  Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  County 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

May  05,  2014  MSG 

32              13  13 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Counties 
Benton,  Johnson 

Cities 

Warsaw,  Centervlew 

Poiice 

Cass,  Clay,  Jackson,  Johnson,  Lafayette,  Ray,  Saline 

Belton,  Pleasant  Valley  -  Clay  County,  Lake  Lotawana,  Blue  Springs, 
Warrensburg,  Lexington,  Richmond,  Marshall,  Slater 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

March  24,  2014  MSG 

32              9  9 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Callaway,  Jackson,  Sullivan 

Cities 

Fulton,  Milan,  Ibbs  Summit  -  Jackson  County 

Police 

Carroll,  Cass,  Clay,  St  Louis,  Stoddard 

CafTOliton,  BeKQii,  Raymore,  Excelsior  Springs  •  Clay  County, 
Brectenridge  Hills,  Bloomfield 

Group  Totals: 

128              45  45 

0 

prig 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number  Fiscal  Year        Training  Date  Training  Provider 

14-164-AL-001  2014  April  04, 2014  MSG 


CEU  Hours        #Part        Passed  Failed 


4 


1  1  0 


Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

St.  Louis 

Cities 

Bridgeton 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

April  04,  2014 

MSG 

4              3  3 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

St.  Charles,  St.  Louis 

Cities 

Lake  Saint  Louis,  Manchester,  Bridgeton 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

April  03,  ^14 

MSG 

4              6  6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

St.  Charles,  St.  Louts,  Warren 

Cities 

Lake  Saint  Louis,  Manchester,  Bridgeton,  Town  and  Country,  Foristeii 
-  V\tarren  County 

14-164nAL-001 

2014 

June  25,  2014 

MSG 

4              9  9 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
St  Louis 

Cities 

Maryland  hieights 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

June  26, 2014 

MSG 

4              8  8 

0 

Aooncv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
St.  Louis 

Cities 

Maryland  Heights 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

June  26, 2014 

IVISG 

4             11  11 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

QasMas. 

St  Louis 

CIMes 

Maryland  Heights 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

June  27, 2014 

MSG 

4             10  10 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
St.  Louis 

Cities 

Maryland  Heights 

Group  Totals: 

28              48  48 

0 

Page  12  of  82  12/1^014 


Project  Number 
14-164-AL-001 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date 
2014               August  22,  2014 

Trainina  Provider 

MSC 

CEU  Hours       #Part        Passed  Failed 
4              4                4  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Sheriff 

Counties 
Audrain 

Cities 
Mexico 

Polioe 

Boone 

ooiumoia 

14-164-AL-001 

£.\J  l*r 

Ai  ini  let  99  901 A 

IMSC 

4              6                6  0 

Aqencv  TVDOS 

Police 

Counties 

Clay,  Webster 

Clues 

Pleasant  Valley  -  Clay  County,  Seymour 

Sheriff 

Audrain,  Howard 

Mexico,  Fayette 

State  Agency 

Macon 

Macon 

Group  Totals: 

8             10               10  0 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

August  22,  2014 

MSC 

4            10               10  0 

Aaencv  TvDes 
Police 

Counties 

Jefferson,  St.  Chailes,  St  Louis 

Cities 

Byrnes  Mill,  0  Fallon,  Pagedale,  Klifcwood,  Rock  Hill,  Town  and 
Country 

14-164nAL-001 

2014 

Septemt)er  19, 201' 

4            15               15  0 

Aaencv  TvDss 

Sheriff 

CBuntles 

Vttarren 

CMas 

Wbrranton 

Police 

Franklin,  St.  Charles,  St  Louis 

New  Haven,  V\fentzvllle,  KIrfcwood,  Berkeley,  Brentwood,  Cheslarfiekl, 
ElltevHIe 

Group  Totals: 

8              25                25  0 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

August  08, 2014 

MSC 

4              5                5  0 

Aaoncv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
St  Louis 

Cities 

Bellefontaine  Neighbors,  Charlack 
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12/1/2014 


Proiect  Number 

14-164-AL-001 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date 
2014              August  07, 2014 

Trainina  Provider 
MSG 

CEU  Hours        #ParL        Passed  Failed 
4              2                2  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

St  Louis 

Cifies 

Edmundson 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

August  07, 2014 

MSG 

4              9                9  0 

Aaencv  TVoes 
Police 

Counties 
St.  Louis 

Cities 

Maryland  Heights,  Bellefontaine  Neighbors,  Chesterfield,  Ferguson 

Group  Totals:                            12             16               16  0 

rrensburg 

1 1  V^T  1 

2014 

Julv28  2014 

MSG 

4               3                 3  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

University 

Counties 

Johnson 

Cities 

Wan^nsburg 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

July  29,  2014 

MSG 

4               6                 6  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
University 

Counties 
Johnson 

Cities 

Warrensburg 

14.164-AL-001 

2014 

March  28, 2014 

MSG 

4              3                 3  0 

abwcyTitw* 

Sheriff 

Counties 

Jaclcson 

Cities 

Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  County 

Police 

Clay,  St.  Louis 

Excelsior  Springs  -  Clay  County,  Brecicenridge  Hills 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

IVIarch  27,  2014 

MSG 

4              4                 4  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Carroll,  Stoddard 

Cities 

Canrollton,  Bloomiield 

Sheriff 

Callaway,  Sullivan 

Fulton,  Milan 

^5 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number  Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  Training  Provider  CEU  Hours        #Part        Passed  Failed 

14-164-AL-001  2014  March  28, 2014  MSC  4  2  2  0 


Aaencv  Tvoes 
PoHoe 

Counties 
Cass 

Cities 

Belton.  Raymore 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

March  28. 2014  MSC 

4              2  2 

2 

AoencvTvoes 

Ponce 

Counties 
Cass 

Cities 

Belton,  f^^more 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

May  08. 2014  MSC 

4             4  4 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Sheriff 

Counties 
Jackson,  Johnson 

Johnson 

Cities 

Blue  Springs,  Warrensburg 
Centerview 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

May  09,  2014  MSC 

4               3  3 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

SherifF 

Police 

Counties 
Benton 

Clay,  Saline 

Cities 
Warsaw 

Pleasant  Valley  -  Clay  County,  Marshall 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

May  08. 2014  MSC 

4              2  2 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

Cass,  Jadoon 

Cities 

Belton,  Lake  Lotawana 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

May  09. 2014  MSC 

4             14  14 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

SherifF 

Counties 

Clay.  Johnson.  Lafayette.  Ray,  Saline 
Benton,  Johnson 

Cities 

Pleasant  Valley  -  Clay  County.  Wanensburg.  L^ington,  Richmond, 
Marshall,  Slater 
Warsaw.  Centenriew 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

February  07. 2014  MSC 

4              8  8 

0 

CO 
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12/1/2014 


Proiect  Number 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date 

Trainina  Provider 

CEU  Hours       #  Part  Passed 

Failed 

Aaencv  TvDOS 

Sheriff 

Counties 
Clay,  Jackson 

CHIes 

Police 

Cass,  Crawford,  Henry,  Saline 

Raymore,  Bourbon,  Clinton  -  Henry  County,  Marshall 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

February  10,  2014 

MSG 

4                1  1 

0 

Aqency  Tvpe? 
Police 

Counties 
Cass 

Cities 
Raymore 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

February  11, 2014 

MSG 

4              4  4 

0 

Police 

CountieB 

Cass,  Saline 

CHtes 

Pleasant  Hill,  Marshall 

Sheriff 

Johnson 

Centerview 

14.164-AL-001 

2014 

Febixiary  10, 2014 

MSG 

4              5  5 

0 

Aaencv  TVms 

Sheriff 

Counties 

Clay,  Johnson 

Cities 

Liberty,  Centeroiew 

Police 

Cass,  Henry 

Pleasant  Hill,  Clinton  -  Henry  County 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

November  07, 2013 

MSG 

4              9  9 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Bates,  Callaway,  IMilier,  Morgan,  Pettis,  St.  Charles 

Cities 

Adrian,  Fulton,  Eldon,  Laurie,  Sedalia,  Wentzville,  Lake  Ozark - 
County 

Miller 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

November  07, 2013 

MSG 

4              4  4 

0 

Aaencv  Tvues 

Sheriff 

Counties 

Jackson 

Cities 

Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  County 

Police 

Clay,  Pettis,  St.  Charles 

Excelsior  Springs  -  Clay  County,  Sedalia,  Wentzville 

14-164-AL-001 

2014 

November  08,  2013 

MSG 

4              1  1 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Jackson 

Cities 

Blue  Springs 
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12/1/2014 


Proiect  Number 

Fiscal  Year 

Trainina  Date 

Trainina  Provider 

CEU  Hours  «Part 

Passed 

Faiied 

Group  Totais: 

68  75 

75 

2 

Course:     Basic  Crash  Investigation 

14-AI-04-002 

2014 

October  28. 2013 

MSHP  -  Law  Enfbroement  Acadeniy 

0  30 

30 

0 

AaencvTvMS 
MSHP 

Counties 

Cole 

Cities 

Jefferson  City  -  Co!e  County 

14-AI-04^ 

2014 

March  31. 2014 

MStHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

31  10 

10 

0 

Agency  Types  Counties  Cities 

Police  Boone,  Greene,  Jackson,  Miller,  Phelps,  St.  Francois,  St.  Louis  City  Columbia,  Republic,  Eldon,  Rolla,  Farmington,  Saint  Louis,  Kansas 

City  -  Jackson  County 

Sheriff  Clay  Liberty 


14-AI-04-002 

2014 

May  05, 2014           MSHP  -  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

0 

34 

34 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
MSHP 

Counties 
Cole 

CMss 

Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 

Group  Totais: 

31 

74 

74 

0 

Course:     Beyond  the  Ticitet 

14-PT-02-065 

2014 

June  07. 2014          Missouri  Southern  State  University 

0 

13 

12 

1 

Aaencv  Tvnes 
Police 

Counties 

SL  Louis,  Vernon,  Washington 

Cities 

Overland,  Nevada,  Potosi 

Group  Totais: 

0 

13 

12 

1 

Course:    Crash  Jnv«fi|l»tiof 
m       Location:  immmH 

tl 

14-AI-04-0Q1  2014  January  22, 2014       Missouri  Safety  Center  0  14  14  0 


cn 
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12/1/2014 


Protect  Number                 Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date           Trainina  Provider 

CEU  Hours        #Part.        Passed  Failed 

Aaencv  TvDes 

Sheriff 

Counties 

Boone 

Cities 

Columbia 

Police 
MoDOT 

Jackson,  Jefferson,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis,  St.  Louis  City 
Jadcson 

Independence,  Herculaneum,  Arnold,  Saint  Peters,  Chesterfield,  Saint 
Louis 

Lees  Summit  -  Jacloon  County 

Group  Totals: 

0              14  14 

0 

LocajioiK;.  Jeffi^n.Cljy-CciM 

14-AI-04-002  2014 

June  02, 201 4          MSHP  -  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

32             13  13 

0 

Aaencv  TvDOS 

Police 

MSHP 

Counties 

Jackson,  Laclede,  Phelps,  St.  Charles 
Nodaway,  Phelps 

CWes 

Lebanon,  Rolla,  Saint  Charles,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson  County,  Lees 
Summit  -  Jackson  County 
Maryville,  Rolla 

14-AI-04-002  2014 

April  14,  2014            MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

32             22  22 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

MSHP 

Counties 

Boone,  Cass,  Clay,  Greene,  Jacteon,  Ladede,  Phelps,  St  Charles, 
St.  Louis 

Crawford.  Unooln 

Cities 

Columbia,  Belton,  Grandview,  Lebanon,  Rolla,  Saint  Charles, 
Chesterfield,  Kansas  Crfy  -  Clay  County,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson 
Counfy,  Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  Coui%,  Spritigfietd  -  Greene  County 
Cut>a,  Troy 

Group  Totals: 

64               35  35 

0 

Course:     Crash  Investigation  II 
Location:  GlwtHtflWB 

14-AI-04-001  2014 

February  19, 2014  MSG 

0             17  17 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Sheriff 

Counties 
Boone 

Cities 
Columbia 

IMoDOT 

Jadeon 

Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  County 

Police 

Jadoon,  Jefferson,  St.  Charles,  St  Louis,  St.  Louis  City 

Independence,  Herculaneum,  AmoM,  Saint  Peters,  Chesterfield,  Town 
and  Country,  Saint  Louis 

Group  Totals: 

0               17  17 

0 

$    Course:     Crash  Investigation  III 
Location:  ChesterfielcT 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number 

14-A1-04-001 


Fiscal  Year       Training  Date 
2014  March  19,  2014 


Training  Provider 
MSG 


CEU  Hours       #Part        Passed  Failed 

0  17  17  0 


Agency  Types 
Sheriff 

Police 
IMoDOT 


Counties 
Boone 

Jackson,  Jeffierson,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis,  St.  Louis  City 
Jackson 


Cities 
Columbia 

Independence,  Herculaneum,  Amold,  Saint  Peters,  IMaryland  Heights, 
Saint  Louis 

Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  County 


Group  Totals: 


17 


17 


Coiirs^^Rish  Investigation  iV 


14-AI-04-001 

2014               April  16. 2014  MSG 

0             17  17 

'o 

Aqencv  Tvoes 
MoDOT 

Counties 
Jackson 

Cities 

Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  County 

Police 
Sheriff 

Jackson,  Jefferson,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis,  St.  Louis  City 
Boone 

Independence,  Herculaneum,  AmokJ,  Saint  Peters,  Maryland  Heights, 

Chesterfield,  Saint  L^uis 

Columbia 

Group  Totals: 

0              17  17 

0 

CouraaMa 

ph  InyesiUgation  V          ^'  IIIM 

14-AI-04-001 

2014              IMay21.2014  MSG 

0            16  16 

0 

AaencyTyoes 

Police 

MoDOT 

Jackson,  Jefferson,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis 
Jackson 

cmes 

Independence,  Herculaneum,  AmoM,  Saint  Peters,  Maryland  Heights, 
Chesterfield 

Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  County 

Sheriff 

Boone 

Columbia 

Group  Totals; 

0                16  16 

0 

Course-     Crasii  investigatic 
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12/1«fi14 


Project  Number 
14-AI-04-001 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date           Trainina  Provider 
2014              June  25, 2014  MSG 

CEU  Hours       #Part        Passed  Failed 
0            16               16  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

MoDOT 

Counties 

\stt4cstan  Jfiffiprson  St  Chartes  St  Louis  St  Louis  Citv 
Jackson 

cms 

IndeDendppf^  Hprrulflnpiim  Amnid  Saint  PptArs  MarulanH  Miainhte 

Chesterfield,  Saint  Louis 
Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  County 

BcKtne 

Columbia 

Group  Totals: 

0              16  16 

0 

Course      Crash  Reconst 

ft. '     '  ''SBIMMMMilli 

■||||BIB||^^ 

14-AI-04-001 

2014 

September  1 5, 201 '  MSG 

0             16             '  14 

2 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Counties 
Boone 

Cities 
Columbia 

Police 

Franklin,  Jefferson,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis,  St  Louis  City 

Pacific,  Herculaneum,  Arnold,  Saint  Petera,  Wentzville,  Maryland 
Heights,  Chesterfield,  Creve  Coeur,  Saint  Louis 

Group  Totals: 

0              16  14 

2 

Location:  MHH 

Sty- Cole  C 

:ouiity  .  1 

14-AI-04-002 

2014 

September  15,  201'     MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

m             17  17 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Sheriff 

Counties 
Clay 

CHteS 
Liberty 

Police 
MSHP 

Boone,  Clay,  Cole,  Jackson,  Phelps,  St  Charles 

Cape  Girardeau,  Howell,  Jackson,  Lincoln,  Morgan,  New  Madrid, 
Pulaski,  St.  Louis 

Columbia,  Liberty,  Blue  Springs,  Rolla,  O  Fallon,  Jefferson  City  -  Cole 
County,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson  County 

Jackson,  West  Plains,  Troy,  Versailles,  Portageville,  Saint  Robert, 
Maryland  Heights 

14-AI-04-002 

2014 

September  1 0, 201<     MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

15             16  16 

0 

Agency  Types  Counties  Cities 

Police  Clay,  Cole,  Jackson,  Jasper,  St.  Charles  Liberty,  Grandview,  Blue  Springs,  Carthage,  O  Fallon,  Jefferson  City  - 

Cole  County,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson  County 
MSHP  Laclede,  Phelps  Lebanon,  Rolla 


Group  Totals: 

83 

33  33 

0 

Course:     Crash  Reconstiiictfon  Prep 
Location:  Chesterfield 

00 
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Project  Number 

Fiscal  Year       Treinina  Date           Trainina  Provider 

CEU  Hours       #ParL        Passed  Failed 

14-AI-04-001 

2014 

August  21,  2014  MSG 

0            10  10 

0 

Aaencv  Tvdos 

Police 

Franklin,  Jefferson,  St.  Charl^,  St  Louis,  St  Louis  City 

Cities 

Pacific,  Herculaneum,  AmoM,  Saint  Peters,  Wentzville,  Creve  Coeur, 
Saint  Louis 

Group  Totals: 

0              10  10 

0 

Course:  DITEP 
14-KM3-050 

2014 

June  24, 2014          Missouri  Police  Chiefis  Association 

16            40               40  0 

Aaencv  Tvoea 
Police 

Counties 

Aiirirain  RnllinriAr  RnnnA  Rii/^hanan  r^amrlAn  f^arrnll  f^haritnn 

nUUICIilli  DUIIIII}f9l|  DUWIIOt  DUUIallall,  wOlllUOII,  wdllUlli  wllalllUII, 

Clay,  Jackson,  Jasper,  Jelferaon,  Uvbisston,  IMcDonaM,  Moniteau, 
Monroe,  New  Maaria,  Oregon,  Pettis,  Polk,  PulasKi,  Saline,  Scott,  St. 
Louis,  Taney,  Washington 

Cities 

Mexkx),  Marble  Hill,  Columbia,  Saint  Joseph,  Camdenton,  Bosworth, 
CarroHton,  Mendon,  Liberty,  Blue  Springs,  Carthage,  HiUsboro, 

Chllllcothe,  Pineville,  California,  Madison,  Gideon,  Thayer,  Sedalia, 
Morrisville,  Waynesville,  Marshall,  Eureka,  Branson,  Richwoods, 
SIkeston  •  Scott  County 

Group  Totals: 

16             40  40 

0 

14-K8-03-050 

2014 

February  26, 2014      Mo  Police  Chiefs  Assn 

16            26  26 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
School  District 

Police 

Counties 

Camden,  Jasper,  Miller,  Phelps,  Pulaski,  Randolph,  Washington 
Camden,  Jackson,  Jasper,  Miller,  Phelps,  Pulaski,  Randolph 

CWes 

Camdenton,  Stoutland  -  Camden  County,  Sarcoxle,  Iberia,  Rolla, 

Waynesville,  Higbee,  Caledonia,  Lake  Ozark  -  Miller  County 
Montreal,  Linn  Creek,  Camdenton,  Stoutland  -  Camden  County, 
Sunrise  Beach  -  Camden  County,  Carthage,  Iberia,  Rolla, 
Waynesville,  Higbee,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson  County,  Lake  Ozark  - 
Mier  County 

Group  Totals: 

16             26  26 

0 

i 

Location:    Cape  Girardeau 

,   ...SB^BB^^Bil!: 

14-K8-03-050 

2014 

March  13, 2014         Mo  Police  Chiefe  A^n 

16            26  26 

CO 
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12/1/2014 


Proiect  Number 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date           Trainina  Provider 

CEU  Hours       #ParL        Passed  Failed 

Aaancv  Tvdos 

Public  Worto 

Counties 

Mississippi 

Cities 

Charleston 

Police 

Cape  Girardeau,  Dunklin 

Jackson,  Cape  Girardeau,  Kennett 

bcnooi  District 
Other 

Cape  Girardeau,  Mississippi,  Perry,  Scott,  St.  Francois,  Ste. 
Genevieve,  Stoddard 
Bollinger,  Cape  Girardeau,  Perry 

Jackson,  Cape  Girardeau,  East  Prairie,  Perryville,  Farmington,  Sainte 
Genevieve,  Puxico,  SIkeston  -  Scott  County 
Marble  Hill,  Cape  Girardeau,  Perryville 

Group  Totals: 

16              26  26 

0 

14-K8^3-050 

2014 

December  1 8, 201 3     Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

16             17  17 

0 

Aaencv  Twoes 

Police 

Counties 

Boone,  Cole,  Crawford,  Howell,  Jackson,  Madison,  Miller,  Pettis,  St 
Louis,  Stone 

Cities 

Columbia,  Sullivan  -  Crawford  County,  Mountain  View,  Grain  Valley, 
Independence,  Blue  Springs,  Sugar  Creek,  Fredericktown,  Sedalia, 
Bellefontaine  Neighbors,  Saint  Johns,  Galena,  Reeds  Spring, 
Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County,  Lake  Ozark  -  Miller  County 

Group  Totals: 

16              17  17 

0 

Location:  Kansaa.CltS 

Wm 

14-K8-03-050 

2014 

January  29, 2014       Mo  Police  Chiefs  Assn 

16             36  36 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

School  District 

Police 

Counties 

Cass,  Clark,  Clay,  Jackson 
Clinton,  Johnson,  Lewis,  Platte 

Cities 

Belton,  Gladstone,  Kearney,  Liberty,  Grain  Valley,  Independence, 
Kansas  City  -  Platte  County 

Kahoka,  Gladstone,  Lawson,  Lake  Lotawana,  Canton,  Platte  City, 
Gower  -  Clinton  County,  Kansas  City  -  Platte  County 

Group  Totals: 

16              36  36 

0 

J   Location:    Saint  Charles 

16      '      30  30^ 

14-K8-03-050 

2014 

March  06, 2014         Mo  Police  Chiefs  Assn 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
School  District 

Police 
University 

Counties 

Scott,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis,  St.  Louis  City 

St  Charles,  St  Louis 
St  Louis  City 

Cities 

Oran,  0  Fallon,  Saint  Charles,  Saint  Peters,  Kirkwood,  Bridgeton, 
Chesterfield,  Ferguson,  Saint  Johns,  Town  and  Country,  Webster 
Groves,  Saint  Louis 

0  Fallon,  Saint  Charles,  Saint  Peters,  Manchester,  Maplevrood, 
Olivette,  Kirkwood,  Bridgeton,  Chesterfield,  Eureka,  Saint  Ann 
Saint  Louis 

cn 
o 
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12/1/2014 


Proiect  Number 

Fiscal  Year 

Trainina  Date 

Trainina  Provider 

Group  Totals: 

CEU  Hours 
16 

#ParL 
30 

Passed 
30 

Failed 
0 

m 

14-K8-03-050 

2014 

April  09,  2014 

Mo  Police  Chiefs  Assn 

16  " 

17 

17 

0 

Agency  Types  Counties  CHtes 

Police  Phelps,  Scott  Saint  James,  Benton 

School  District  Boone,  Franklin,  Jefferson,  New  Madrid,  Pike  Columbia,  Pacific,  Cedar  Hill,  Festus,  New  Madrid,  Louisiana 


14-K8-03-050 

2014 

December  1 8, 2013     Mo  Police  Chiefis  Assn 

16            44  44 

0 

AaencvTvDes 

Police 

School  District 

Public  Works 

Counties 

Jefiierson,  Phelps,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis 

Jefferson,  Randolph,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis 
St.  Louis 

Cities 

Hiilsboro,  House  Springs,  Cedar  Hill,  Saint  James,  0  Fallon,  Saint 
Charles,  Saint  Peters,  Werrizvllle,  Manchester,  Klikwood,  Ballwin, 

Creve  Coeur,  Ferguson,  Florissant,  Riverview  -  St.  Louis  County 
House  Springs,  Cedar  Hill,  Huntsville,  0  Fallon,  Saint  Charles, 
Manchester,  Ballwin,  Creve  Coeur 
Town  and  Country 

Group  Totals: 

32             61  61 

0 

14-K8-03-050 

2014 

April  03, 201 4           Mo  Police  Chiefe  Assn 

16            30  30 

0 

Aaency  Tvoes 
School  District 

Police 

Counties 

Lafayette,  Madison,  Marion,  Morgan,  Pettis 
Boone,  Morgan,  Ralls,  Saline 

Cities 

Odessa,  Concordia,  Fredericktown,  Palmyra,  Versailles,  Hughesvilie, 
La  Monte 

Columbia,  Laurie,  New  London,  Marshall,  Slater,  Sweet  Springs 

Group  Totals: 

16             30  30 

0 

t      Location:  SfHI 

■■preene  County  ' 

14-K8-03-050 

2014 

February  19, 2014      IVIo  Police  Chiefs  Assn 

16            22  22 

0 

Aaency  Tyoes 
Police 

Counties 

Laclede,  Newton,  Stone 

Cities 

Lebanon,  Conway,  Neosho,  Reeds  Spring,  Meniam  Woods 

School  District 

Carter,  Christian,  Dent,  Polk,  Taney 

Van  Buren,  Clever,  Salem,  Bolivar,  HoNister,  Kirbyville,  Branson 

Safety  Council 

Greene 

SpringfieM  -  Greene  County 

cn 
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12/1/2014 


Protect  Number  Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  Training  Provider  CEU  Hours        #Part        Passed  Failed 

Group  Totals:  16  22  22  Q 


Course:     DRE  Training 

Location:    Jefferron  City  -  Cole « 

1 4-l\o-U<J-U0o 

April  14, 2014           MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

88             11  11 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

MSHP 

Counties 

Rarrv  Riif^flnsn  Franklin  Jackson  Scott  St  Louis 

St.  Charles,  Warren 

Cities 

lUonfitt  Saint  Jos^nti  Union  RIiia  SnrinnQ  ^mft  Pitu  RrAnkonrirtna 

Hills,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson  County 
Saint  Peters,  vy^rrenton 

Sheriff 

Jasper 

Carthage 

14-M5TR-03-003 

2014 

September  15, 201<     MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

72             14  14 

0 

Aaencv  Twoes 

Police 

Other 

Counties 

Doone,  oiawiuiu,  jBCKSon,  newiun,  rneip^ 
Cole 

Cities 

ooiuiTiDia,  ouiiivan  -  urawioru  oouniy,  oeneca,  Koiia,  iKansas  oiiy  - 

Jackson  County 

Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 

MSHP 

Caldwell,  Carroll,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  Phelps,  Putnam,  St.  Charles 

Kkider,  Canrollton,  AmoM,  Saint  James,  Untonvllle,  Lake  Saint  Louis, 
Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  County 

Group  Totals: 

160              25  25 

0 

Course:  OVMKS^sSm 

14-K8-d3-051 

2014 

June  26, 2014          Missouri  Southem  State  University 

0              6  6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
J{ffiper,  Vemon 

owes 

VWabbC%,  Nevada 

Group  Totals: 

0               6  8 

0 

il-it^ii:;;  >.M>cation:  Nixaj^^lHHf 

14-K8-03-051 

2014 

January  06, 2014       Missouri  Southem  State  University 

8             22  21 

0 

Aaencv  TvDSS 

Police 

Counties 

Christian,  Jasper,  Stone,  Taney 

Cities 

NIxa,  Billings,  Carthage,  Hurley,  Branson 

Sheriff 

Barton 
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12/1^014 


Proiect  Number 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date           Trainina  Provider 

Group  Totals: 

CEU  Hours 
8 

«ParL 
22 

Passed 
21 

Fail^ 
0 

Course:     DWI  Enforcement  Strategies  fo 

14-K8-03-051 

2014             March  26, 2014        Missouri  Southern  State  University 

0 

26 

26 

0 

AawtevTvDes 

Police 

Counties 

Barry,  Greene,  Jasper,  Lawrence,  McDonald,  Newton,  Taney,  Vernon 

Cities 

Cassvllle,  Seligman,  Strafford,  Duquesne,  Marionville,  Mount  Vemon, 
Aurora,  Verona,  Pinevilie,  Fairview  -  Newton  County,  Forsyth 

Group  Totals: 

0 

26 

26 

0 

14-K8-03-0S1 

2014             August  06, 2014        Missouri  Southern  State  University 

0 

11 

11 

0 

Aaencv  TVdm 
Police 

Counties 

Barton,  Jasper,  Newton,  Vemon 

citiw 

Jasper,  Granby,  Nevada 

Group  Totals: 

0 

11 

11 

0 

Location:  Nixa , 

14-K8-03-051 

2014             January  13, 2014       Missouri  Southern  State  University  8 

21 

21 

0 

Aaencv  Tvdm 

Sheriff 

Police 

Barton 

Christian,  Greene,  Jasper,  Lawrence,  IVIcDonald,  Stone,  Taney, 
Texas 

CHIes 

Nixa,  Biliings,  Fair  Grove,  Strafford,  Carthage,  Aurora,  Anderson, 
Galena,  Branson,  Llddng 

Group  Totals: 

8 

21 

21 

0 

Course:     DWI/DRE  Traffic  Safety  Confen 

W       Location:    -(Itliiijlir- Camdei^life  ^lliittiiill^  .MWlMMttM 

14-K8-03-052  2014  June  04, 2014  MOPS  14  162  162  0 


cn 

CO 


Page  25  of  82 


Protect  Number  Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  TH|giggj£rovjd§E  CEU  Hours       ^P?*^        Passed  Failed 


Aoencv  Tvdos 

Other 

MSHP 
Police 


Prosecuting  Attorney 

Sheriff 

State  Agency 


Counties 

Franklin 

Boone,  Buchanan,  Butler,  Callaway,  Carroll,  Greene,  Howell, 
Jackson,  Macon,  Phelps,  Randolph,  St.  Louis 
Adair,  Barry,  Boone,  Budianan,  Butier,  Cailaway,  Cass,  Clay,  Coie, 
I3ent,  Greene,  Howell,  Jackson,  Jasper,  New  Madrid,  Platte,  SaSne, 
Scott,  St.  Ciiarles,  St.  Louis,  Taney 


Audrain,  Bates,  Boone,  Buchanan,  Camden,  Christian,  Franldin, 
Gasconade,  Gentry,  Jefferson,  Lincoin,  Newton,  Phelps,  Platte,  Polk, 

St.  Charles,  St.  Louis 

Boone,  Cass,  Greene,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  Newton,  Oregon,  Scott,  St. 
Charles 

Butler,  Cole,  Johnson,  St.  Louis 


Kirksvilie,  Monett,  Columbia,  Saint  Joseph,  Poplar  Bluff,  Fulton, 
Harrisonvllle,  Pleasant  Hill,  Raymore,  Excelsior  Springs  -  Clay  County, 
Smithvllle,  Salem,  Mountain  View,  Willow  Springs,  Grandview,  Blue 
Springs,  Carterville,  Duquesne,  Sikeston  -  New  Madrid  County, 
Marshall,  O  Fallon,  Saint  Charles,  Wentzville,  Hazelwood, 
Breckenridge  Hills,  Chesterfield,  Merriam  Woods,  Branson,  Forsyth, 
Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson  County,  Lees 
Summit  -  Jacltson  County,  Riverside  -  Platte  County,  Silceston  -  Scott 
County,  Springfleld  -  Greene  County 
Saint  Joseph 


Group  Totals: 

14 

162              162  0 

,     Course:  ElscM|£V|i 
Location: 

i^Safety 

14-EM-02-001 


2014 


IVlarch  22,  2014 


MU  FRTI 


19 


19 


Aaency  Tvoes 
Fire 

Counties 

Laclede,  Phelps,  Pulaski 

Cities 

Lebanon,  Newburg,  Rolla,  Laquey,  Dixon,  Saint  Robert,  Waynesvilie, 
Richland  -  Pulaski  County 

Group  Totals: 

0 

19                 19  0 

14-EM-02^1 

2014               February  17,  2014 

MUFRTI 

0 

38                38  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Fire 

Counties 

Howell,  Oregon,  Ripley 

ewes 

West  Plains,  Myrtle,  Koshkonong,  Alton,  Thayer,  Gatewood 

Group  Totals: 

0 

38               38  0 

Page  26  of  82  12/1/2014 


Project  Number 
14-EM-02-001 

Fiscal  Year       Tralninq  Date 
2014               March  21,  2014 

Trainlna  Provicler 
MU  FRTI 

CEU  Hours       «ParL        Passed  Failed 

0            27               27  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

r  ire 

Counties 

L^dede,  Miller,  Osage,  Pulaski 

Cities 

Lebanon,  Iberia,  Brumley,  EMon,  Tuscumbia,  Freeburg,  Crocker, 
Dixon 

Group  Totals: 

0              27  27 

0 

t,.      Location:  Mi 

HKBarryCoi 

14-EM-02-001 

2014 

February  18,  2014 

MU  FRTi 

0            35  33 

2 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Fire 

Barry,  Carroll,  Stone 

Cities 

Cassville,  Shell  Knob  -  Bany  County,  Lampe,  Cape  Fair 

Group  Totals: 

0              35  33 

2 

ib    Course:     Emergency  Vehicle  Safety 

IH,^..,- location:             ,,,                      .,„.  ,,                                                                                 .             ,  ...J 

14-EM-02-001 

2014 

November  01, 2013 

MU  FRTI 

2            22  22 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Fire 

Counties 

Barry,  Lawrence,  Stone 

CHies 

GoMen,  Cassville,  Eagle  Rock,  Shell  Knob  -  Barry  County,  Washburn, 
Aurora,  Lampe,  Blue  Eye,  Cape  Fair 

14-EM-02-001 

2014 

November  09, 2013 

MU  FRTI 

2            26  26 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Fire 

Counties 

Boone,  Camden,  Ladede,  Moniteau,  Morgan,  Phelps,  Pulaski 

Cities 

Ashland,  Lake  Ozark  -  Camden  County,  Linn  Creek,  Camdenton, 
Lel>anon,  Jamestown,  Versailles,  Newburg,  Saint  James,  Fort 
Leonard  Wbod  CDP,  Crocker,  Dixon,  Saint  Robert,  Waynesville, 
Richland  -  Pulaski  County 

Group  Totals: 

3             48  48 

0 

14-EM-02-001 

2014 

January  14, 2014 

MU  FRTI 

1             15  15 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Fire 

Counties 

Howell,  Oregon,  Ripley 

Cities 

West  Plains,  Koshkonong,  Alton,  G^ewood 

Group  Totals: 

1             15  15 

0 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number 

Fiscal  Year        Trainina  Date 

Training  Provider 

CEU  Hours        #  Part. 

Passed  Failed 

^   Loc^n:  Eldon 

14-EM-02-001 

2014 

Octoljerl  1,2013 

MU  FRTI 

2  20 

20 

0 

EMS 

Counties 

Camden,  Cole,  Franklin,  Miller,  Moniteau,  Morgan,  Pulaski 

Cities 

Lake  Ozark  -  Camden  County,  Eugene,  Eldon,  California,  Barnett, 
Rocky  Mount,  Dixon,  Sullivan  -  Franklin  County 

Group  Totals: 

2  20 

20 

0 

14-EM-02-001 

2014 

{March  01,2014 

IWIUFRTI 

2  17 

17 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Fire 

Counties 

Carter,  Reynolds,  Wayne 

Cities 

Van  Buren,  Centerville,  Ellington,  Piedmont 

Group  Totals: 

2  17 

17 

0 

m  ■ 

■■■■ 

14-EM-02-001 

2014 

January  04, 2014 

IVIU  FRTI 

1  13 

13 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Fire 

Counties 
Stone,  Taney 

Cities 

Lampe,  Kissee  Mills,  Branson,  Forsyth,  Rockaway  Beacil,  Taneyvilie 

Group  Totals: 

1  13 

13 

0 

r       Location:  --■■■l'         'MK'                 ^  '            '     .,^^to:v.'  .^':...>^^^^aim^-iX.'Cr^^^ 

14-EM-02-001 

2014 

January  17,  2014 

MU  FRTI 

0  23 

23 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Fire 

Counties 

Howell,  Ozark,  Taney 

Cities 

Pottersville,  West  Plains,  Gainesville,  Pontiac,  Tecumseit,  Tiieodosia, 
Wasola,  Hollister 

Group  Totals: 

0  23 

23 

0 

r       Location:  #IHilfi| 
14-EM-02-001 

2014 

April  18,  2014 

IVIU  FRTI 

-.•■^'■giBhiMiif 

2  24 

24 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Fire 

Counties 

Dade,  Greene,  Lawrence 

Cities 

Greenfield,  Lockwood,  South  Greenfield,  Ash  Grove,  Republic,  Walnut 
Grove,  Miller 

cn 
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12/1/2014 


Proiect  Number 

Fiscal  Year       Treinlna  Date           Trainina  Provider 

CEU  Hours 

«Part        Passed  Failed 

Group  Totais: 

2 

24               24  0 

Locatron:  Wtm 

14-EM-02-001 

2014               November  01, 2013     MU  FRTI 

0 

10               10  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Fire 

Counties 

Bollinger,  Cape  Girardeau,  Stoddard 

cities 

Gipsy,  Marble  Hill,  Arab,  Whitewater,  Advance 

Location:   JBMMifeve  -  Wria— T 
14-EM-02-001  2014  October  18, 2013        MU  FRTI  2  37  35  2 


Aaencv  Tvoes 

Fire 

Counties 

Douglas,  Howell,  Lafayette,  Shannon,  Texas,  Wright 

CIttes 

Vanzant,  Willow  Springs,  Lexington,  Eminence,  Plato,  Licking,  Cabool, 
Hartvllie,  Norwood,  Mountain  Grove  -  Wright  County 

Group  Totals: 

2  37 

35 

2 

M.''- ■  .Location:  :iiiigM 
14-EM-02-001 

2014               January  26, 2014        MU  FRTI 

1  23 

23 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Fire 

Counties 
Carroll,  Laftiyette 

cmes 

Nofbome,  Carrollton,  Higginsvllle,  Wellington 

Group  Totals: 

1  23 

23 

0 

14-EM-02-001 

2014             January  25, 2014  MUFRTI 

1      \  21 

21 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Fire 

Christian,  Dallas,  Greene,  Laclede 

Cities 

Highlandvllle,  Nixa.  Ozaric,  BOiinsp,  Clever,  Sparta,  Buffolo,  Lebanon, 
Springfield  -  Greene  County 

Group  Totals: 

1  21 

21 

0 

cn 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number 

14-PT-02-066 


Fiscal  Year        Training  Date  Training  Provider 

2014  OfAober  14, 2013       MfSHP  Law  Enlbroement  Acactemy 


CEU  Hours        #Part        Passed  Failed 
0  30  30  0 


Aaencv  TvDes 
MSHP 

Counties 
Cole 

Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 

14-PT-02-066 

2014 

May  09, 201 4           MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

44  16 

16 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

Boone,  Jefferson,  Phelps,  St.  Louis 

Cities 

Columbia,  Herculaneum,  Rolla,  Normandy,  Kirkwood 

Sheriff 

Boone,  Cape  Girardeau,  Clay,  Franklin 

Columbia,  Cape  Girardeau,  Liberty,  Union 

14-PT-02-066 

2014 

March  31 .  2014          MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

0  34 

34 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
MSHP 

Counties 
Cole 

Cities 

Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 

14-PT-02-066 

2014 

April  21 , 2014           MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

44  17 

16 

1 

Aoeiicv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Counties 

Boone,  Cape  Girardeau,  Clay,  Livingston,  St.  Francois,  SL  Louis 

Cities 

Columbia,  Jackson,  Liberty,  Chillicothe,  Fanmington,  Kiikwoocl 

Police 

Franklin,  Jefferson,  Phelps,  St.  Charles 

Union,  Herculaneum,  Rolla,  Saint  Charles 

14-PT-02-066 

2014 

August  25,  2014         MSHP  -  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

0  32 

32 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
MSHP 

Counties 
Cole 

Cities 

Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 

Group  Totals: 

88  129 

128 

1 

■  Course:     EVOC  Instructor 
;       L,ocation:    Jefferson  Cit^ 
14-PT-02-066 

2014 

September  22, 201 '     MSHP  -  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

40  11 

11 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

MSHP 

Counties 
New  Madrid 

Cities 

New  Madrid 

Police 
Sheriff 

Boone,  Greene,  Jasper,  St.  Louis 
Clay 

Columbia,  Joplin  -  Jasper  County,  Normandy,  Kirkwood,  Springfield  - 

Greene  County 

Liberty 

cn 

CO 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number 

14-PT-02-066 


Figcal  Year        Training  Date  Training  Provider 

2014  April  14, 2014  MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 


CEU  Hours       #ParL        Passed  Failed 

32  12  12  0 


Agency  Types 
Sheriff 

MSHP 

Other 


Counties 

Clay,  Greene 

Howell,  New  Madrid,  Osage,  Phelps,  Texas 
Cape  Girardeau 


Liberty,  Springfield  -  Greene  County 

West  Plains,  Willow  Springs,  Portageville,  Linn,  Rolla 

Cape  Girardeau 


Group  Totals: 


72 


23 


23 


Course:     HiO^^J^I^^^?  Stops 

Location: 
14-PT-02-065  2014 


October  15. 2014       Missouri  Southern  State  University 


Agency  Types 
Sheriff 


CoutiMet 

Jasper 


Cities 


GroMPTolala; 


Location: 

14-PT-02-065 


2014 


January  25, 2014       Missouri  Southern  State  University 


Agency  Types 
Sheriff 


CounM— 

Barry,  Barton,  Christian,  Dallas,  Greene,  Jasper,  Stone,  Taney 


Cassvllle,  Billings,  Willard,  Carthage,  Galena,  Hurley,  Branson 


Group  Totals: 


20 


20 


Course:     Instructor  Development 

Lp^^itiorM .  «leffei9on  QiK  f  Cole  County 
14-DE-02-001  2014  March  14, 2014 


Missouri  Police  Chiefe 


Agency  Tvpm 

Police 


Counties 
Jefferson,  Pettis 


Cities 

Byrnes  Mill,  Sedalia 


Group  Totals: 


Course :     Law  Enforcement  Driver  Trainli 


cn 

CO 
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Project  Number 

14-DE-02-003 


Fiscal  Year        Training  Date  Training  Provider 

2014  January  10, 2014       Missourt  Sheiiflis' Msodaflon 


CEU  Hours       #Part        Passed  Failed 

8  9  9  0 


Aaencv  TvDes 
SherifF 

Counties 
Douglas 

Cities 

Ava 

Group  Totals: 

8 

9 

9 

0 

ml  •  >^;V^ 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

[Vlay17,2014 

Missouri  Sheriff'  Association 

8 

11 

11 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Counties 
Carroll 

Cities 
Carrollton 

Group  Totals: 

8 

11 

11 

0 

Location;  „ 

P^rutiiersville 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

July  18,  2014. 

Missouri  Slieriffs'  Association 

8 

14 

14 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Sheriff 

Counties 
Pemiscot 

Cities 

Caruthersville 

Group  Totals: 

8 

14 

14 

0 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

June  14, 2014 

Missouri  Sheriffs'  Association 

8 

7 

7 

0 

Anew  TVpw 

Sheriff 

Counties 
Henry 

Cities 

Clinton  -  Henry  County 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

August  16,  2014 

Missouri  Sheriffs'  Association 

8 

7 

7 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Sheriff 

Counties 
Henry 

Qities 

Clinton  -  Henry  County 

Group  Totals: 

16 

14 

14 

0 

Locatknk 

o 


Page  32  of  82 


12/1/2014 


Project  Number 
14-DE-02-003 


Fiscal  Year       Ttatnina  Date  Training  Provider 

2014  May  07, 2014  Missouri  Sheriffs'  Association 


CEUHoure       #Part.        Passed  Failed 

8  12  12  0 


Aaencv  Tvoes 
SherifF 

Counties 
Crawford 

Cities 
Cuba 

Group  Totals:  8 

12 

12 

0 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

November  15, 2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

3 

3 

0 

Aaencv  TVdm 

Police 

Counties 
Clay,  Miller 

Cities 

Gladstone,  Tuscumbia 

Group  Totals:  8 

3 

3 

0 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

iiotintyii'i  iMiiifiiiii  itiiM/tKS^^:-. . 

November  18, 2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Polloe 

Counties 
Henry,  St.  Clair 

CMes 

Clinton  -  Henry  County,  Osceola,  Appleton  City 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

November  19, 2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe 

8 

7 

7 

0 

Aoencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

Callaway,  Jackson 

Cities 

Fulton,  Greenwood 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

November  22, 2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

3 

3 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Clay,  Miller 

Cities 

Gladstone,  Tuscumbia 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

November  25, 2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
Callaway,  Phelps 

FuRon.  Rolla 
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12/1«014 


Project  Number  Fiscal  Year        Training  Date  Training  Provider  CEU  Hours        #Part        Passed  Failed 

14-DE-02-001  2014  November  26, 2013     Mte^uri  Police  Chiefe  8  3  3  0 


Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Cass 

Cities 
Belton 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

December  06, 2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8  6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  TVdos 
Police 

Counties 
St.  Clair 

Cities 
Osceola 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

December  09, 2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8  4 

4 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
Crawford 

Cities 
Bourbon 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

December  11,  2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8  5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Laclede 

Cities 
Lebanon 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

December  12, 2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe 

8  5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Lawrence,  Livingston 

Cities 

Mount  Vernon,  Chillicotlie 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

December  16,2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe 

8  4 

4 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
Laclede 

pities 

Lebanon 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

December  18, 2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8  6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Cass,  Clay,  Cole 

Cities 

Beltsn,  Jeffisrson  - 

Cole  Countyr,  Kan^  City  - 

■  Clay  County 
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12/1^014 


Project  Number 
14-DE-02-001 

Fiscal  Year        Traininq  Date 
2014               December  23.  2013 

Traininq  Provider 
Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

CEU  Hours 
8 

«ParL 
4 

Passed 
4 

Failed 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Lincoln 

Cities 
Troy 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

January  13, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

3 

3 

0 

Aflsnqr  Type* 

Police 

Counties 

Laclede,  Miller 

CIBss 

L^anon  Tiiscumbia 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

January  30, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

2 

2 

0 

Agency  Tyim 

Police 

Counties 
Gasconade 

HAimann 
noi  1 1  icii  II 1 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

February  11,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Lafayette 

Cities 
Hiaainswiiie 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

February  17, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

7 

7 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

Cole,  Maries,  Miller 

Cities 

Rfinktouvn  Iharia  Jafferson  Cttv 

-  CfitA  Countv 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

February  19, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
Cass,  Laclede 

Cities 

Pleasant  IHill,  Lebanon 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

February  24,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

4 

4 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
St.  Louis 

Cities 
Elllsville 

CO 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number 

14-DE-02-001 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date 
2014               February  25.  2014 

Trainina  Provider 
Mssouri  Police  Chiefe 

CEU  Hours 
8 

4 

Passed 
4 

Failed 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

St.  Louis 

Cities 
Ellisville 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

Februaiy26, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

3 

3 

0 

Aaencv  TVoes 
Police 

Counties 
St.  Louis 

Cities 
Ellisville 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

March  26,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  TVoes 

Police 

Counties 
Taney 

Cities 

Merriam  Woods,  Rockaway  Beach 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

March  04,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

La^yette,  St.  Charles 

Cities 

Higginsville,  Foristell  •  ^  Charles  County 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

March  05,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe 

8 

4 

4 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Cole 

Cities 

Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

March  10, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvnes 

Police 

Counties 

Clay,  Marion 

Cities 

Gladstone,  Palmyra 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

March  11,2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

3 

3 

0 

Aaencv  Tvues 
Police 

Counties 
Laclede 

Cities 
Lebanon 
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12/1/2014 


Proiect  Number 
14-DE-02-001 

Fiscal  Year        Traininq  Date 
2014               March  12.  2014 

Traininq  Provider 
Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

CEU  Hours 
8 

#Part 

6 

Passed 

6 

Failed 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Macon,  Randolph 

Cities 

La  Plata  Clark 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  01, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  TVdoi 
Police 

Counties 
Cass 

Clfles 

Betton 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  02, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe  Association 

8 

4 

4 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
Warren 

Cities 
Warren  ton 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  03,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Howard,  Phelps 

Cities 

Favalte  Rolla 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  07, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe  Assoete^ 

8 

2 

2 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

Boone 

Cities 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  OS,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chlefe  Assodation 

8 

5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
St.  Louis 

Cities 
Saint  Ann 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  14.  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

7 

7 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Clay,  Howell 

Cities 

Gladstone,  Mountain  View 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number 

14-DE-02-001 


Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  Training  Provider 

2014  April  1 6, 2014  Missouri  Police  Chi^  Association 


CEU  Hours        #Part        Passed  Failed 
8  5  5  0 


Aaencv  TvDes 
Police 

Counties 

St.  Louis,  Warren 

cmes 

Wanenton,  Oalcvilie  • 

•  St.  Louis  County 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  21,2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Howell 

Cities 

IMountain  View 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  22, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Assodation 

8 

3 

3 

0 

Aaencv  Tvnes 

Police 

Counties 
St  Charles 

Cities 

Foristell  -  St  Charles  County 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  24,  2014 

8 

9 

9 

0 

Aaencv  Types 
Police 

Counties 

St.  Louis 

Cities 

Ellisvilie 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  30, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

4 

4 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
Warren 

Cities 
Warrenton 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  30, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

4 

4 

0 

Aaencv  TVoes 

Police 

Counties 
Warren 

Citi^ 
Warrenton 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  01,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Cass 

Cities 
Belton 
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12/1^014 


Proiect  Number 
14-DE-02-001 

Fiscal  Year        Traininq  Date 
2014               April  02.  2014 

Traininq  Provider 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

CEU  Hours 
8 

#ParL 
4 

Passed 
4 

Failed 

0 

Aaencv  Tvues 
Police 

Counties 
Warren 

Cities 
Warrenton 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  03, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe  Assodatlon 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvnas 
Police 

Howarel,  Phelps 

CMee 

Fayette,  Rolla 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  07, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe  Association 

8 

2 

2 

0 

Aaencv  IVoes 

Police 

Counties 
Boone,  Howard 

Cities 

Sturgeon,  Fayette 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  08,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
St  Louis 

Cities 
Saint  Ann 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  14, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

7 

7 

0 

Aaencv  Tvnes 

Police 

Clay,  Howell 

CMes 

Gladstone.  Mountain  View 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  16, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe  Association 

8 

5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoee 

Police 

Counties 

St.  Louis,  Warren 

Cities 

Olivette,  Warrenton 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  21,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Howell 

Cities 

lUlountain  View 
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Project  Number 

14-DE-02-001 

Fiscal  Year       Tralnina  Date 

2014               April  22,  2014 

Trainina  Provider 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

CEU  Hours 

8 

#ParL 

3 

Passed 

3 

Failed 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
St.  Charles 

Cities 

Foristell  -  St.  Charles  Coun^ 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

April  24, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe  Association 

8 

9 

9 

0 

Aaencv  TvMS 

Police 

Counties 
St.  Louis 

Cities 
Ellisville 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

May  08, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  AssoQjatlon 

8 

4 

4 

0 

Aaencv TVoes 

Police 

Counties 
Warren 

Citis? 
Warrenton 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

May  09,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

2 

2 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Adair 

Cities 
Kirksville 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

May  20, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvues 
Police 

Counties 
Cass 

Cities 
Belton 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

May  21, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe  Association 

8 

4 

4 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoee 

Police 

Counties 
Adair 

Cities 

Kirksville 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

May  22,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe  Association 

8 

3 

3 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Wan'en 

Cities 
Warrenton 
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Project  Number 

Fiscal  Year        Traininq  Date 

Tralnina  Provider 

CEU  Hours       «Part.  Pas 

seed 

Failed 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

May  28.  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8  6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Pike,  Wayne 

am 

Bowling  Green,  Greenville  -  Wayne  County 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

May  30, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe  Assodation 

8  5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Adair,  Franklin 

CHIes 

Kirksvilte  V\bshinaton 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

June  02, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8  5 

5 

0 

AflencY  Typw 

Police 

Counties 
Adair 

Cities 
Kirksuilip 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

June  11,  2014 

^ylissouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8  6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Audrain,  Franklin,  St  Charles 

Cities 

MaxIco  Lake  Saint  Louis  Sullivan  -  Franklin  Countv 

■vi^^uvV|  kcinw  win  bwuiai  vmiiivoti     ■  imiiviiii  x^wuiikv 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

June  16, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chi^  Association 

8  8 

8 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
Adair 

Cities 

KMcsvllle 

rai  iw  VH  iw 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

June  17, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8  6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
Cass 

Cities 
Belton 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

March  17,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8  4 

4 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Howard 

Cities 
Fayette 

CO 


Page  41  of  82 


12/1/2014 


Project  Number 

14-DE-02-001 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date 
2014              March  19, 2014 

Trainina  Provider 
Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

CEU  Hours 
8 

#ParL 
6 

Passed 

6 

Failed 
0 

Aqencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Pettis,  Pulasl(i 

Cities 

Sedalla,  Richland 

■  Pulasl<i  County 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

March  20, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  TvDM 
Police 

Counties 
l\^arion,  Pettis 

Cities 

Palmyra,  Sedalia 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

March  21, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chlefe 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  TVoes 

Police 

Counties 
Pettis 

CIBes 

Sedalla 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

Marcli  25,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Pettis 

Cities 
Sedalla 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

Man^  26, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chieis 

8 

5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  TvDes 
Police 

Counties 
Pettis 

Cities 
Sedalia 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

March  27, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
Pettis 

Cities 
Sedalia 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

March  28, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Marion,  Pettis 

Cities 

Palmyra,  Sedalia 

o 
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Project  Number 

14-DE-02-001 

Fiscal  Year        Traininq  Date 
2014               March  31,  2014 

Traininq  Provider 
Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

CEU  Hours 
8 

#Pan 

5 

Passed 

5 

Failed 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Pettis 

Cities 
Sedalia 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

November  01, 2013 

Missouri  PoNce  Chiefe 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Boone,  St  Louis 

cmes 

HflllmfillA  GaliintftiJi  Spirit  Johnft 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

November  04, 2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe 

8 

3 

3 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

Camden,  Lawrence 

Cities 

WCilMUdllUII|  iVIUUIIl  VCIIIUII 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

November  06.  2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

3 

3 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
Dallas,  Jackson 

Cities 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

November  OB,  2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefis 

8 

7 

7 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Callaway,  St  Louis 

Cittos 

Fulton  5iflint  Johnft 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

November  11, 2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe 

8 

4 

4 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 
Boone,  Clay 

Cities 

Hallsvllle  Smithville 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

November  12,  2013 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
St  Clair 

Cities 
Osceola 
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Project  Number 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date 

Trainina  Provider 

CEU  Hours 

#ParL 

Passed 

Failed 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

September  15, 201' 

Mo  Police  Chlefe  Assn 

8 

1 

1 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Counties 

Cities 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

September  18, 201' 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe  Association 

8 

4 

4 

0 

Aaencv  Tvota 

Counties 

14-DE-02-^001 

2014 

September  22, 201 < 

Missouri  Police  Ctiiefe  Association 

8 

4 

4 

0 

Aaencv  TtfDes 

Counties 

cmef 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

September  24,  201' 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

3 

3 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Counties 

Cities 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

September  29, 201' 

Missouri  Police  Cliiefe  Association 

8 

7 

7 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Counties 

Cities 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

September  30, 201' 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvues 

Counties 

Cities 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

July  29,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

3 

3 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Cass 

Cities 
Belton 

Page  44  of  82 


12/1/2014 


Project  Number 
14-DE-02-001 

Fiscal  Year       Traininq  Date 
2014               July  31, 2014 

Traininq  Provider 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

CEU  Hours 
8 

#Part. 
6 

Passed 

6 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Benton,  Cole,  Franldin,  St  Louis 

Cities 

Cole  Camp,  Manchester,  Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County,  Sullivan  - 
Franklin  County 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

August  01 , 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

2 

2 

0 

AaenevTViMB 

Police 

Counties 
Andrew 

ewes 

Savannah 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

August  04, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

6 

6 

0 

Aaencv  TvDoe 

Police 

Counties 
Christian,  Franl<lin 

Cities 

Nixa,  Gerald 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

August  05, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe  Association 

8 

3 

3 

0 

Aaencv  Tvuos 
Polloe 

Cass 

CIBee 

Belton 

14-DE-02-(X)1 

2014 

August  08,  2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Association 

8 

5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvnas 

Police 

Counties 

Cass 

Cities 
Belton 

14-DE-02-001 

2014 

August  11, 2014 

Missouri  Police  Chiefe  Association 

8 

5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvdss 
Police 

Counties 
Cooper 

Cities 
Boonville 

Group  Totals: 

686 

423 

423 

0 

Ci^f  Plfltto  C 

-  .   «  .  m 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

May  30, 2014 

Missouri  Sheriffs'  Association 

8 

13". 

13 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoee 

Sheriff 

Counties 
Platte 

Cities 

Kansas  City  -  Platte  County 

CO 
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Project  Number 

14-DE-02-003 

Fiscal  Year        Trainina  Date 
2014               June  05,  2014 

Trainina  Provider 
Missouri  Sheriffs'  Association 

CEU  Hours 
8 

#ParL 

12 

Passed 

12 

Failed 
0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
SherHf 

Counties 

Platte 

Cities 

Kansas  City  - 

Platte  County 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

May  13. 2014 

Missouri  Sheriffs'  Association 

8 

8 

8 

0 

Aaencv  TvDOS 
Sheriff 

Counties 

Platte 

Cities 

Kansas  City  - 

Platte  County 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

April  23, 2014 

Missouri  Sheriffs'  Association 

8 

12 

12 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Snerifr 

Counties 
Platte 

CItiW 

ixansas  uny  - 

riane  ooumy 

Group  Totals: 

32 

45 

4S 

0 

r       Ujcation:  mSSk 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

April  08,  2014 

Missouri  Sheriff'  Association 

8 

13 

13 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Sheriff 

Counties 
Laclede 

Cities 
Lebanon 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

April  09, 2014 

Missouri  Sheriffs'  Association 

8 

12 

12 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Counties 
Laclede 

Cities 
Lebanon 

Group  Totals: 

16 

25 

25 

0 

ieHill 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

September  13, 201' 

Missouri  Sherifls'  Association 

'  a'  1 

13 

13 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Sheriff 

Counties 
Bollinger 

Cities 
Marble  Hill 

Group  Totals: 

8 

13 

13 

0 

Mount  Vernon 
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Project  Number 

14-DE-02-003 

Fiscal  Year       Tniinina  Date 
2014               May  17,  2014 

Tralninq  Provider 
Missouri  Sheriff'  Association 

CEU  Hours 
8 

#Part 

9 

Passed 

9 

Failed 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Counties 
Lawrence 

CMee 

Mount  Vernon 

Group  Totals: 

8 

9 

9 

0 

14-DE-02-003 

mine-*- 

2014 

May  03,  2014 

Missouri  Sheriffs'  Association 

8 

7 

7 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Counties 
Newton 

Cities 
Neosho 

Group  Totals: 

8 

7 

7 

0 

£^  i-Qi^iiiiiHHkMiif 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

May  17. 2014 

Missouri  Sheriffs'  Association 

8 

19 

19 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Sheriff 

Counties 
ItewlMadrid 

UI09S 

New  Madrid 

Group  Totals: 

8 

19 

19 

0 

Lmation:  .  Sedalia. 

......J 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

March  05. 2014 

Missouri  Slieriffs'  Association 

8 

"  12" 

12 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoee 
Sheriff 

Counties 
Pettis 

Cities 
Sedalia 

Group  Totals: 

8 

12 

12 

0 

■■■■■■■■■■■ll!  <L 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

September  10. 201' 

Missouri  Sheriff'  Association 

8 

15 

15 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoee 
Sheriff 

Maries 

CMee 

Vienna 

Group  Totals: 

8 

15 

15 

0 

cn 
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12/1«014 


Project  Number 


Fiscal  Year        Training  Date  Training  Provider 


CEU  Hours 


#  Part.         Passed  Failed 


14-DE-02-003 

2014 

January  13,  ^14       Missouri  Sherifi^'  Association 

8 

5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  TvDM 

Sheriff 

Counties 
Howell 

Cities 

West  Plains 

14-DE-02-003 

2014 

December  02, 2013     Missouri  Sheriffs'  Association 

8 

5 

S 

0 

Aaencv  Tvdos 

Police 

Counties 
Howell 

Cities 

West  Plains 

Group  Totals: 

16 

10 

10 

0 

Course:     Missouri  Motor  Vehicle  Law 

14-PT-02-065 

2014 

April  28, 2014           Missouri  Southern  State  University 

0 

34 

34 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

Cedar,  Christian,  Greene,  Lawrence,  McDonald,  Polk,  Stone,  Taney 

Cities 

Nixa,  Clever,  Strafford,  Walnut  Grove, 
Humansville,  Bolivar,  Hurley 

Miller,  Mount  Vernon,  Pineville, 

Group  Totals: 

0 

34 

34 

0 

Locatipn:  Potosi 

14-PT-02-065 


2014 


June  06, 2014  Missouri  Southern  State  University 


13 


11 


Aaencv  Tvoes 
Sheriff 

Counties 

Vernon,  Washington 

Cities 

Nevada,  PotosI 

Group  Totals: 

0 

13 

11  2 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number  Fiscal  Year        Training  Date  Training  Provider  CEU  Hours        #Part.        Passed  Failed 

14-K8-03-052  2014  June  30, 2014  DWI  Case  Law  Update-January-June  2014;  2  80  80  0 
 webinar  


Aaoncv  Tvoes 
Police 

MSHP 
Non-Profit 

f^niintipQ 

Butler  Clay,  Cooper,  Greene,  Jasper,  Johnson,  Pike,  Si  Charles,  St. 
Louis,  Taney 

Buchanan,  Cape  Girardeau,  Cole,  Crawford,  Dent,  Greene,  Laclede, 
Macon,  New  Madrid,  Pemiscot,  Phelps,  Pulaski,  Randolph 
St  Louis 

Poplar  Bluff,  Excelsior  Springs  -  Clay  County,  Smithville,  Boonville, 
Joplin  -  Jasper  County,  Warrensburg,  Bowling  Green,  Lake  Saint 
Louis,  Saint  Charles,  Branson,  Springfield  -  Greene  County 

Court  Staff 

St  Louis  CHy 

Saint  Louis 

Defense  Attorney 

SL  Charles 

Judges 

Adair 

Kirksville 

MoDOT 

Cole 

Prosecuting  Attorney 
State  Agency 

Adair,  Camden,  Cass,  Franklin,  Henry,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  Linn, 
Pemiscot,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis,  St.  Louis  City 
Butler,  Cole,  Ripley,  St.  Louis 

Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  County 

Sheriff 

Cole,  Jasper,  Jefferson,  St.  Charles 

University 

Johnson 

Group  Totals: 

2             80               80  0 

14-K8-03-052 

2014 

August  14,  2014         Cops  in  Court 

8            19               19  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Sheriff 

Counties 
Callaway 

Cities 

MSHP 

Callaway 

Police 

Callaway 

Fulton,  HollB  Summit,  Jeffisrson  City  -  Callaway  County,  Auxvasse 

Group  Totals: 

8             19               19  0 

;  LocfMon:  (fiSHR 

14-M5CS-03-001 

2014 

September  17, 201«    Lethal  Weapon 

16            23               23  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
MSHP 

Counties 

Buchanan,  Butler,  Cole,  Greene,  Howell,  Jackson,  Phelps,  St.  Louis 

Cities 

Prosecuting  Attorney 

Audrain,  Camden,  Cole,  Greene,  Howell,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  Lincoln, 
Platte,  St.  Louis,  St.  Louis  City 
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Prolect  Number 

Fiscal  Year       Tralnlna  Date 

Tralnlna  Provider 

CEU  Hours 

#Part 

Passed 

Failed 

.              Group  Totals: 

16 

23 

23 

0 

r       Location:  |H 

m  ■ 

14-K8-03-052 

2014               July  11,  2014 

Overcoming  Common  Challenges  in  DWI 
Cases 

2 

25 

25 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Prosecuting  Attorney 

Counties 

St  Louis  City 

Cities 
Saint  Louis 

Group  Totals: 

2 

25 

25 

0 

^mm^m^.,,    On-Scene  Crash  Investigation 
MB^Pcation:     Lees  Summit  -  Jackspn  Count) 

14.AI-04-001  2014  April  25. 2014  MSC'  ...  -  ..^  ^ 


Aaencv  Tvnes 
Sheriff 

Police 


Counties 
Clay,  Pulaski 

Adair,  Clay,  Jaci(son,  Platte,  Randolph 


Cities 

Liberty,  Waynesville 

Kirksville,  Grain  Valley,  Independence,  Moberly,  Kansas  City  -  Clay 
County,  Kansas  City  -  Platte  Coun^ 


14-AI-04-001 


July  14, 2014 


Aaencv  Tvpcs  Counties  Cities 

Sheriff  PHw  Bowling  Green 


Police  Gasconade,  Pike,  St  Charles,  V\feinen  Henmann,  Bowling  Green,  Lalte  Saint  Louis,  Cottleville,  Wentzville, 

Warrenton 


GiiOUD  Totals: 

0            14  14 

0 

Course:     Protecting  Lives  &  Saving  Futu 

14-K8-03-052  2014  March  05, 2014         MOPS  17  35  35  0 


CO 
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Proiect  Number 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date           Trainina  Provider 

CEU  Hours 

#ParL 

Passed  Failed 

AaencvTvDes 

Police 

Prosecuting  Attorney 

Boone,  Clay,  Jackson,  Pike,  Taney 

Cole,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  St  Louis,  SL  Louis  City 

CMes 

Columbia,  Smithville,  Bowling  Green,  Branson,  Lees  Summit  - 
Jackson  County 

Saint  Louis,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson  County 

MSHP 

Sheriff 

Andrew,  Buchanan,  Butler,  Cass,  Franklin,  Grundy,  Howell,  Lafayette, 
Livingston,  Mercer,  Nodaway,  Osage,  Perry,  Pulasid,  Ralls,  Ripley, 
Ste.  Genevieve,  Worth 
Clinton 

Group  Totals: 

17 

35 

35 

0 

Course:     Radar  and  Las 

a^Mitcation:  ,<i|fiiMtl 

er  Instftictor  ^li^iwPflj^^SBFlsiHft 

Cole  (^msi^tm. 

14-PT-02-066 

2014               June  09,  2014           MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

25 

12 

12 

0 

Aaencv  Tvues 

Police 

Other 

Counties 

Bates,  Cass,  Greene,  Jackson,  Moniteau,  Perry 
Pulaski 

Cities 

Butler,  Belton,  California,  Perryville,  Lees  Summit - 
Springfield  -  Greene  County 
Fort  Leonard  Wood  CDP 

Jackson  County, 

Group  Totals: 

25 

12 

12 

0 

14-PT-02-066 

2014             March  04. 2014         MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

0 

34 

34 

0 

Aaencv  Tvdm 
MSHP 

Counties 

Cole 

cm 

Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 

14-PT-02-066 

2014              September  03, 201'     MSHP  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

0 

32 

32 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
MSHP 

Counties 
Cole 

Cities 

Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 

Group  Totals: 

0 

66 

66 

0 

Course:     SFST  24-Hour 
^.       Location:    Cameron  • 

CiintiMiCountv. 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number 

14-154-AL-063 

Fiscal  Year        Tralnina  Date           Trainina  Provider 
2014               May  20, 2014  MSG 

CEU  Hours        #  Part 
24  9 

Passed 

9 

Failed 
0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Clay,  Grundy 

Cities 

Holt  -  Clay  County,  Smithvllle,  Trenton 

Sheriff 

Clay,  Clinton 

Group  Totals: 

24  9 

9 

0 

14-K8-03-051 

2014 

September  25, 201 '  m 

o"'  *"  """4 

4  """" 

0 

Aaencv  TVdos 
Police 

Counties 

Jasper,  Lawrence,  McDonald 

Cities 

Aurora,  Anderson 

Group  Totals: 

0  4 

4 

0 

14-154-AL-063 

2014 

February  17. 2014  MSG 

24  16 

16 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

State  Agency 

Countias 

Adair,  Boone,  Miller,  Reynolds,  Wayne 

Cities 

KirtavHIe,  Columbia,  Piedmont,  Greenville  -  Wayne  County 

Police 
Other 

Boone,  Camden,  Clay,  Lafiayette,  Montgomeiy,  Warren 
Boone 

Ashland,  Osage  Beach  -  Camden  County,  Excelsior  Springs  -  Clay 

Counfy,  Concordia,  Wbllsville,  Marthasvllle 

Columbia 

Group  Totals: 

24  16 

16 

0 

Location:  SHMT         ^aHIK'  CMliiiliil^^ 

14-154-AL-063 

2014 

February  25,  2014  MSG 

24  5 

5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Camden,  Miller 

Cities 

Lake  Ozark  -  Camden  County,  EMon 

Group  Totals: 

24  5 

5 

0 

00 

o 
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Project  Number 
14-154-AL-063 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date 
2014               June  17,  2014 

Trainina  Provider 

MSC 

CEU  Hours       #Part        Passed  Failed 
24             7                7  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 
Callaway 

Cities 

HoKs  Summit 

Sheriff 

Cole,  Osage 

Linn,  Jelllsrson  City  -  Cole  County 

Group  Totals: 

24               7                 7  0 

14-K8-03-051 

2014 

March  31,2014 

Missouri  Southern  State  University 

0            12               12  0 

Aaencv  TviMS 
Police 

Counties 

Barton,  Jasper,  Newton,  Polk. 

Cities 

Carl  Junction,  Webb  City,  Bolivar 

Group  Totals: 

0                12                   12  0 

1,     Lo<f0mi   Wrfoiyood                  .                         .  j 

14.154.AL-063 

2014 

March  03, 2014 

MSC 

24             12                12  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Counties 

St.  Charles,  St.  Louis 

Cities 

O  Fallon,  Ladue,  Berkeley,  Chesterfield,  Creve  Coeur 

14-154-AL-063 

2014 

May  14,  2014 

MSC 

24               6                  6  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Dunklin,  Phelps,  St.  Louis 

Cities 

Campbell,  Edgar  Springs,  Kiikwood,  Creve  Coeur 

14-154-AL-063 

2014 

August  12. 2014 

MSC 

24            12               12  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Cape  Girardeau 

CMas 

Cape  Girardeau 

Police 

Pike,  Pulaski,  St  Charles,  St  Louis 

Bowling  Green,  VMiynesville,  Foristell  -  St  Charles  County,  Kirkwood, 
Berl<eley,  Creve  Coeur,  Webster  Groves 

Group  Totals: 

72             30               30  0 

CX) 
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Project  Number 

14-154-AL-063 


Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  Training  Provider 

2014  Novemlser  1 1 ,  201 3  MSG 


CEU  Hours       #Part        Passed  Failed 
24  12  12  0 


Agency  Types  Counties  CItleB 

Other  Johnson  Knob  Noster 

Police  Cass,  Jackson,  Platte  Harrisonville,  Pleasant  Hill,  Independence,  Blue  Springs,  Weatherby 


Lake,  Lees  Sunf>mit  -  Jacltson  County 


Group  Totals: 

24 

12  12 

0 

14.154^L-063 

2014              July  22, 2014 

MSG 

24 

18  18 

0 

Aaencv  Twoes 

Police 

Sheriff 

Counties 

Cass,  Clay,  Jackson,  Platte 
Clay,  Pulaski 

Cities 

Lake  Winnebago,  Pleasant  Valley  - 
Springs,  Riverside  -  Platte  County 
Liberty,  Waynesville 

Clay  County,  Greenwood,  Blue 

Group  Totals: 

24 

18  18 

0 

14-K8-03-051 

2014 

'july16,2014 

Missouri  Southern  State  University 

0 

12 

11 

1 

Aaencv  Tvnes 
Sheriff 

Counties 

Barton,  Jasper,  Newton,  Vernon 

Cities 

Jasper,  Seneca,  Nevada 

Group  Totals: 

0 

12 

11 

1 

>''^\^«ilW^    SFST  instructor 
Location:  WltWUnCnj) 

-Cole( 

liSil^^Siwil- 

llll^^                       II '  ~^  -  if 

14-K8-03-053 

2014 

August  11,  2014 

MSHP  -  Law  Enforcement  Academy 

25 ' 

15 

15 

0 

Aaencv  Tvpes 
Police 


Sheriff 


Counties 

Cooper,  Jackson,  Jasper,  Newton,  Scott,  St.  Francois,  St  Louis,  St. 
Louis  City 

Benton,  Cape  Girardeau,  Cole,  Greene 


Cities 

Boonville,  Carthage,  Neosho,  Glendale  -  St.  Louis  County,  Scott  City, 
Famiington,  Maryland  Heights,  Overland,  Saint  Louis,  Kansas  City  - 
Jackson  County 

Warsaw,  Jackson,  Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County,  Springfield  -  Greene 
County 


Group  Totals: 


25 


15 


15 


Course:     SFST  instructor  Update 


CO 
IV> 


Page  54  of  82 


Project  Number 

14-154-AL-063 


Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  Tfainlna  Provider 

2014  January  08, 2014  MSC 


CEU  Hours 
4 


#Part 
48 


Passed 
45 


Failed 

3 


Agency  Types 
Sheriff 


State  Agency 
Police 


Other 


Counties 

Boone,  Cole,  Franlclin,  Greene,  Jasper,  Jefferson,  l^rence,  Lincoln, 
Pike,  Stone 

Camden,  Howeil 

Boone,  Buchanan,  Butler,  Caldwell,  Christian,  Cole,  Cooper,  Franklin, 
Jackson,  Jefferson,  Lincoln,  Linn,  Oregon,  Pettis,  Phelps,  St.  Charles, 
SL  Louis 

Boone 


Cities 

Columbia,  Union,  Carthage,  Hillsboro,  Mount  Vernon,  Troy,  Bowling 
Green,  Galena,  Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County,  Springfield  -  Greene 
County 

Linn  Creek,  Willow  Springs 

Columbia,  Saint  Joseph,  Hamilton,  Nixa,  Boonville,  New  Haven,  Grain 
Valley,  Hillsboro,  AmoM,  Troy,  Maroeline.  Thayer,  Sedalia,  Rolls, 
Wentzville,  Kirkwood,  ChesterfieM,  Clayton,  Des  Peres,  Jefferson  City 
-  Cole  County 
Columbia 


14-154-AL-063 


2014 


January  09, 2014  MSC 


46 


43 


Agency  Types 

Police 


State  Agency 
University 


Counties 

Adair,  Audrain,  Cass,  Clay,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gasconade,  Howell, 
Jackson,  Jasper,  Laclede,  Livingston,  Platte,  Pulaski,  Randolph,  St. 
Charles,  St.  Francois,  St.  Louis,  Stoddard 


Greene,  Howell,  Jackson.  Macon.  Randolph,  Ray,  Shannon.  St 

Francois 

Boone,  Jackson,  St.  Francois 


Cities 

Kirksville,  Mexico,  Peculiar,  Kearney,  Excelsior  Springs  -  Clay  County, 
Cuba,  Union,  Hermann,  Mountain  View,  West  Plains,  Grandview, 
Lone  Jack,  Blue  Springs,  Joplin  -  Jasper  County,  Lebanon,  Chillicothe, 
Waynesvllie,  Mobeify,  Saint  Peters,  Desloge,  i^elwood,  Manchester, 
Breckenridge  Hills,  Des  Peres,  Saint  Johns,  Dexter.  Riverside  -  Platte 
County 

Pomona,  Willow  Springs,  Macon,  Moberly,  Richmond,  Farmington, 
Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  County,  Springfield  -  Greene  County 
Columbia,  Park  Hills,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson  County 


14-154-AL-063 


2014 


January  16, 2014  MSC 


46 


45 


Agency  Types 

University 

State  Agency 
Sheriff 

Police 


Other 


Counties 
Boone 

Barry,  St.  Francois,  Stone,  Taney 

Camden,  Cass,  Greene,  Howell,  McDonald,  St  Charles 

Boone,  Camden,  Cape  Girardeau,  Cass,  Clay,  Franklin,  Greene, 
Howell,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  Penry,  Pike,  Pulaski,  Randolph,  SL 
Charles,  SL  Louis,  Taney 


Johnson,  St  Louis  City 


Cities 

Columbia 

Monett,  Farmington,  Galena 

Camdenton,  Harrisonvllle,  West  Plains,  Pineville,  O  Fallon,  Springfield 
-  Greene  County 

Columbia,  Osage  Beach  -  Camden  County,  Cape  Girardeau,  Lake 
Winnebago,  Betton,  Gladstone,  Union,  Willard,  Willow  Springs,  Grain 
Valley,  Independence,  Festus,  Penyville,  Bowling  Green,  Saint 
Robert,  Waynesvllie,  Moberly,  Lake  Saint  Louis,  Saint  Charles, 
Clayton,  Shrewsbury,  Holllster,  Branson,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson 
County 

Warrensburg,  Saint  Louis 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number 

14-154-AL-063 


Fiscal  Year 
2014 


Training  Date 
January  15,  2014 


Training  Provider 
MSG 


CEU  Hours 
4 


#Part 
45 


Passed 
44 


Failed 
1 


Agency  Types 
Police 


Sheriff 

State  Agency 
University 


Counties 

Adair,  Boone,  Camden,  Cass,  Christian,  Dent,  Franklin,  Jackson, 
Jasper,  Lincoln,  Miller,  Phelps,  Scott,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis,  St.  Louis 
City 

Jaclcson,  Jefferson,  Pettis,  Platte,  Pulasici,  Stone 

Butler,  Cole,  Franlclin,  St.  Louis 
Cole 


owes 

Kirksville,  Columbia,  Camdenton,  Harrisonville,  Raymore,  Ozark, 
Billings,  Salem,  Washington,  Carterville,  Old  Monroe,  Eldon,  Saint 
James,  O  Fallon,  Overland,  Ballwin,  Chesterfield,  Saint  Johns,  Saint 
Louis,  Kansas  City  -  Jadcson  County,  Sikeston  -  Scott  County 
IHillsboro,  Sedalia,  Platte  City,  Waynesville,  Galena,  Lees  Summit - 
Jad»on  County 

Poplar  Bluff,  Beaufort,  JeftBtson  City  -  Cole  County 
Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 


14-154-AL-Ora 


2014 


March  05. 2014 


MSG 


Agency  TVms  CourHies  SWm 

Police  Camden,  St.  Louis  Osage  Beach  -  Camden  County,  Woodson  Terrace 

MSHP  Phelps  Rolla 


Group  Totals:                           20           190  181 

9 

Location: 

Jeffefsojn  City^lleiMSMii^\     :  ,>^:i^^tM 

14-154-AL-063 

2014              June  03, 2014 

MSG 

4             12  12 

6 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Counties 

Pettis,  St.  Charles 

Cities 

Sedalia,  0  Fallon 

MSHP 

Cape  Girardeau,  Cole 

Jackson,  Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 

Police 

Buchanan,  Greene,  Jackson 

Saint  Joseph,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson  County,  Lees  Summit  -  Jackson 
County,  SpringfieM  -  Greene  County 

14-154-AL-063 

2014               August  11,  2014 

MSG 

4              2  2 

0 

Aaencv  Types  Counties  Cities 

Police  Jadcson  Grandview 

Sheriff  Platte  Platte  City 

 Group  Totals:  8  14  14  0 


00 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number 
14-154-AL-063 


Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  Training  Provider 

2014  September  29, 201'  MSG 


CEU  Hours 
4 


»Part 

10 


Passed 

10 


Failed 

0 


Aaencv  Tvoes 
Sheriff 

Counties 
Clay 

Cities 
Liberty 

Group  Totals: 

4 

10  10 

0 

•f4-15iAL-063 

2014 

May  08,  2014  MSG 

4 

5  5 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Police 

Maries,  Saline 

Cities 

Vienna,  Marshall 

Group  Totals: 

4 

5  5 

0 

14-154-AL-063 

2014 

March  14. 2014 

9 

16  16 

0 

Aaencv  Tvdss 
Sheriff 

Police 
MSHP 

Boone,  Cape  Girardeau,  Soott 

Boone,  Cape  Girardeau,  Lafayette,  Pulaski,  St.  Louis,  Stoddard 
Miller 

Cities 

Columbia,  Jadoon,  Concordia,  Crodtsr,  Molina  Acres,  Bellefbntalne 
Neighbors,  Breckenridge  Hilts,  BtoomfieM 

Group  Totals: 

9 

16  16 

0 

m'  ?m^€on:  mm 

WSBm 

14-154-AL-063 

2014 

May  30, 2014  MSG 

21  21 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
MSHP 

Police 

Counties 

Butler,  Callaway,  Cape  Girardeau,  Cooper,  Monroe,  New  Madrid, 
Scott,  Stoddard 

Jeffierson,  Pemiscot,  SL  Louis,  Stoddard 

Cities 

Poplar  Bluff,  Fulton,  Kingdonn  City,  Jadcson,  Paris,  New  Madrid, 
Bemie,  Sikeston  -  Scott  County 

%mes  Mill,  Hayti,  Hazelwood,  Chesterfield,  Crave  Coeur,  Saint  Ann, 
Dexter 

Group  Totals: 

9 

21  21 

0 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number  Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  Training  Provider  CEU  Hours        #ParL        Passed  Failed 

14.154-AL-063  2014  January  23. 2014        MSC  3  30  30  0 


Aaencv  Tvdos 
State  Agency 

Counties 

Audrain,  Boone,  Camden,  Cole,  Miller,  Montgomery 

Cities 

MexKX).  Ashland,  Camdenton,  Eldon.  Mon^omery  City,  Jefferson  City 
-  Cole  County 

Group  Totals: 

3              30  30 

0 

14-154-AL-063 

2014 

May  23,  2014  MSC 

9             18  18 

0 

Aaencv  TiHMS 
Sheriff 

Police 

MSHP 

CounBee 

Pulaski 

Dunklin,  Greene,  Jasper,  Lawrence,  Newton,  Pulaski,  Randolph, 

Taney 

Dent 

Cities 

Campbell,  Fair  Grove,  Republie,  Duquesne,  Verona,  Neosho.  Saint 
Robert,  Waynesville,  Clark,  Holliister,  Joplln  -  Newton  County 

Group  Totals; 

9                18  18 

0 

Location:  KajOiM^HK.d 

14.154.AL-063 

2014 

April  11, 2014  MSC 

9             18  18 

0 

Aaencv  Tvnes 
Police 

Sheriff 

Counties 

Andrew,  Buchanan,  Cass,  Clay,  Greene,  Jackson,  Lafayette,  St. 
Louis 

Andrew,  Cole,  Jackson 

Cities 

Savannah,  Saint  Joseph,  Harrlsonvllle,  Raymore,  Smithville, 
Grandview,  Concordia,  Wellston,  Kansas  City  -  Jackson  County, 
Springfield  -  Greene  County 

Group  Totals: 

9              18  18 

0 

f      location:  ll|lilf|tfiPfi||n 
14-154-AL-063 

2014 

November  14,  2013  MSC 

3             29  29 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
State  Agen^ 

Counties 

Bates,  Benton,  Clay,  Henry,  Jackson,  Johnson,  LafE^ette,  Pettis, 
Platte.  Ray 

Cities 

Group  Totals: 

3              29  29 

0 

00 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number  Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  Training  Provider  CEU  Hours       #Part        Passed  Failed 

14-154-AL-063  2014  November  13, 2013     MSC  3  32  32  0 


Aaencv  Tvoes 
State  Agency 

Counties 

Andrew,  Buchanan,  Clinton,  DeKalb,  Grundy,  Harrison,  Holt, 
Livingston,  Nodaway 

Cities 

Group  Totals:                               3  32 

32  0 

F  Location: 
14-154-AL-063 

■«s 

2014 

May  08,  2014  IVISC 

2  22 

22  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
MSHP 

Counties 

Carter,  ISouglas,  Howell,  Oregon,  Shannon,  Texas,  Wright 

Cities 

Van  Buren,  Willow  Springs,  Thayer,  Licking,  Mountain  Grove  -  Wright 

County 

Group  Totals:                                2  22 

22  0 

Course:  ThinkFirst 
Loo3  tio  11"          __ , 
14-CP-09-004 

2014 

July  22, 201 4           ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0  50 

0  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Cape  Girardeau 

Cities 

Cape  Girardeau 

Group  Totals:                             0  SO 

0  0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

March  12,2014         ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0  80 

0  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Thinic  First 

Counties 
Bates 

CNlas 
Amoret 

Group  Totals:                             0  80 

0  0 

Location:  mSBm 

m 

in 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

June  02,  2014            ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0  20 

0  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Boone 

Cities 
Ashland 

CX) 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number  Fiscal  Year  Training  Date  Trainino  Provider  CEU  Hours  #ParL  Passed  Failed 
 Group  Totals:  0  20  0  0 


it'll— M—W 

f       Location:  .^■HnHI 

PCounty 

HUgmp.,  fIBnIi 

1  i 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

April  02,  2014 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

200 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Maries 

Cities 

Belle  -  Maries  County 

Group  Totals: 

0 

200 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

March  12, 2Q14 

ThinkFIrst  Missouri 

0 

90 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

Countiff 

Macon 

em— 

Bevier 

Group  Totals: 

0 

90 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

November  08, 2013 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

'  0 

35 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Thinl<  First 

Counties 
Cooper 

Cities 
Blackwater 

Group  Totals: 

0 

35 

0 

0 

Location:  BourtKHi 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

April  16,  2014 

ThinkFIrst  Missouri 

0 

300 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

Counties 
Crawford 

CftiW 
Bourbon 

Group  Totals: 

0 

300 

0 

0 

CX) 
00 
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12/1/2014 


Project  Number  Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  Training  Provider  CEU  Hours       #  Part.        Passed  Failed 

14-CP-09-004  2014  May  22. 2014  ThinkFlrst  Missouri  0  260  0  0 


Aaencv  Tvoes 
Thinl<  Rrst 

Counties 
Linn 

Cities 
Brookfield 

Group  Totals: 

0            260                 0  0 

feliWiiHBMIlB 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

November  07,  2013 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0            35                0  0 

Aaencv  Tvnes 

Think  First 

Counties 

Chariton 

Cities 
Brunswick 

Group  Totals: 

0              35                 0  0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

October  04. 2013 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0             95                 0  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Thinl<  First 

Counties 
Cooper 

CMae 

Bunoeton 

Group  Totals; 

0               95                   0  0 

,l^Qi]||Bai,^..v^llt!er  . 

14-CP-09^ 

2014 

"^Mareh  13. 20^14 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

O'           70       ~         0  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Bates 

Cities 
Butler 

Group  Totals: 

0             70                0  0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

October  25, 2013 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0          225                0  0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

CounBae 

Texas 

CMet 

Cabool 

Group  Totals: 

0            225  GO 

00 
CO 
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12/1/2014 


Proiect  Number 

Fiscai  Year        Trainina  Date 

Trainina  Provider 

CEU  Hours 

#Part. 

Passed 

Failed 

Location:  California 

14-CP-09-004 

2014              September  12, 201' 

Thinl(First  Missouri 

0 

475 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 

MOnilOaU 

Cities 
i^aiiTornia 

Group  Totals: 

0 

475 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014                December  05  2013 

ThinidFirst  Missouri 

0 

1  soo 

n 

n 
\j 

Aaencv  TVoes 

Think  First 

Counties 

Camden 

Cities 
Camdenton 

Group  Totals: 

0 

1.500 

0 

0 

Location:  SSSSSKSSkn 

14-CP-09-004 

2014                October  10  2013 

ThinkFir<;t  Mi<?soijri 

1  IlllliXl    II          IVI  t O O V»J  1  J 

0 

n 

n 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Cape  Girardeau 

Cities 

Cape  Girardeau 

Group  Totals: 

0 

510 

0 

0 

M^.   Location:  ,jStltKdilU^ 

14-CP-09-004 

2014              October  17. 2013 

ThlnkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

800 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Jefferson 

Cities 
Cedar  Hill 

Group  Totals: 

0 

800 

0 

0 

liMii-^t^'fe'^i  1 1 1  ilHIM 

14-CP-09-004 

2014             November  04, 2013 

Thinl(First  Missouri 

0 

420 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Ttfoes 

Think  First 

Counties 

Boone 

Cities 

Centraiia 

CO 

o 
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Project  Number 

14-CP-09-004 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date 
2014               March  10,  2014 

Trainina  Provider 
ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

CEU  Hours 
0 

#ParL 
40 

Passed 
0 

Failed 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Boone 

Cities 

Centratia 

14-CP-09-004 

2014              March  11, 2014 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

60 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvdob 
Think  First 

Counties 
Boone 

CWes 

Centralia 

14-CP-09-004 

2014              June  25, 2014 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

12 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

Counties 
Boone 

Cities 

Centralia 

Group  Totals: 

0 

0 

0 

w 
K 

Locatioij^B^H 

.  .  .sal 

14-CP-09-004 

2014               April  07. 2014 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

50 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvdos 
Think  First 

Counties 

St.  Louis 

Cities 

ChesterfieM 

Group  Totals: 

0 

50 

0 

0 

t       Location:  /jjlHl 

14-CP-09-004 

2014               April  25,  2014 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

100 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Livingston 

Cities 
Chlllicothe 

Group  Totals: 

0 

100 

0 

0 

14-CP^)9-004 

2014               May  01, 2014 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Twoas 

Think  First 

Counties 
Boone 

Cities 
Columbia 

CO 
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Project  Number 

Fiscal  Year        Trainina  Date 

Trainina  Provider 

CEU  Hours 

#Part 

Passed 

Failed 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

June  10, 2014 

ThinkRrst  Missouri 

0 

20 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Boone 

ewes 

Columbia 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

June  20, 2014 

TliinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

60 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Thinic  First 

Counties 
Boone 

CiHef 

Columbia 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

December  04, 2013 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

250 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Thinl<  First 

Counties 
Boone 

Cities 
Columbia 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

November  20,  2013 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

260 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Boone 

Cities 

Columbia 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

July  25, 2014 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

50 

0 

0 

Aoencv  Tvues 

Think  First 

Counties 
Boone 

Cities 
Columbia 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

August  07, 2014 

TtiinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

10 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Thinly  Cira# 

1  ninK  pirsi 

WUUI IUV9 

Boone 

Cities 

OOlUmDIa 

Group  Totals: 

0 

676 

0 

0 

^        Location:  'Mwli 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

November  05, 2013 

TliinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

190 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 

Lafayette 

Cities 
Concordia 

CO 

^5 
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Proiect  Number 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date           Trainina  Provider 

CEU  Hours 

#Part 

Passed 

Failed 

Group  Totals: 

0 

190 

0 

0 

Location:  '  T^MHIil 

14-CP-09-004 

2014             February  28, 2014      ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

250 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 

St  Francois 

Citi^ 
Desloge 

Group  Totals: 

0 

250 

0 

0 

r        Location:  WKKBM 

m           WBKEm               ■mSBKm  m 

14-CP-09-004 

2014               April  30, 2014           ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

325 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Thlnl<  First 

Counties 
Newton 

Cities 

Diamond 

Group  Totals: 

0 

325 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014              May  09, 2014           ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

250 

0 

0 

AomicvTVms 

Think  First 

Counties 

St  Francois 

Cities 

Farmlngton 

Group  Totals: 

0 

250 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014             May  06. 2014           ThinkFirst  Missouri 

SBHIlfci...  i«i.»(fa>. 

0 

Aqencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
St  Louis 

Cities 

Fenton 

14-CP-09-004 

2014             October  08, 2013       ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

500 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

St  Louis 

CIBeB 
Fenton 

Group  Totals: 

0 

535 

0 

0 

CO 
CO 
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Project  Number 

Fiscal  Year        Traininq  Date 

Traininq  Provider 

CEU  Hours 

#Part. 

Passed 

Failed 

Location:  ^  Festus 

Mi 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

Octol)er24,2013 

Thinld=irst  Missouri 

0 

250 

0 

0 

Aqencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Jefferson 

Cities 

icSlUS 

Group  Totals: 

0 

250 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

October  15  2013 

ThinlcFirst  iUlissouri 

0 

n 

u 

n 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Thinic  First 

Counties 

Callaway 

CMes 

Fulton 

Group  Totals: 

0 

50 

0 

0 

Location:  '^IIIIIIBm 

Bariton  C 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

October  18,  2013 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

150 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Thinit  First 

Counties 
Chariton 

Cities 

Glasgow  -  Chariton  County 

Group  Totals: 

0 

150 

0 

0 

Location:  jgMl^ 

14-CP-09-004 

December  10,  2013 

2014 

ThinlcFirst  Missouri 

0 

55 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Thinit  First 

Counties 

Sullivan 

Cities 
Green  City 

Group  Totals:  0  55  0  0 


14-CP-09-004 

2014              May  14, 2014 

TliinlcFirst  Missouri 

0 

310 

0 

0 

Aaencv -IVoes 

Thinic  First 

99Mf>t«e? 
Boone 

Cittes 

Harrisburg 

CO 
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Proiect  Number 

Fiscai  Year       Trainina  Date 

Trainina  Provider 

Group  Totals: 

CEU  Hours 
0 

#Part 
310 

Passed 
0 

Failed 
0 

Location:  IMria 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

October  16,  2013 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

330 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Miller 

Cities 
Iberia 

Group  Totais: 

0 

330 

0 

0 

1  .    Location:  bBttiiiil^ 

14-CP-09-004 

^  2014 

November  26,  2013 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

430 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Tfiinl^  First 

Counties 
Jefferson 

Cities 
Imperial 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

November  26, 2013 

TlilnkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

55 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Thinl<  First 

Counties 

Adair 

Cities 
Novinger 

Group  Totals; 

0 

485 

0 

0 

Location:    Jactcson  . 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

October  11. 2013 

ThitnkFirst  Missouri 

700 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

Counties 
Cape  Girardeau 

CIBee 

Jackson 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

October  11,  2013 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

800 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Cape  Girardeau 

Cities 
Jackson 

Group  Totals: 

0 

1,500 

0 

0 

Location:  JeSwsanC 

CO 

cn 
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Project  Number 

14-CP-09-004 


Fiscal  Year       Training  Date  Training  Provider 

2014  November  1 1 , 201 3    Thfr)ld=^inst  Missouri 


CEU  Hours        #Part         Passed  Failed 


0  25  0  0 


Aaencv  TvDes 
Think  Fir^ 

Counties 

Cole 

mtm 

Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

Matx:h  06, 2014 

Thinl(First  Missouri 

0 

600 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvdos 
Think  First 

Counties 

Cole 

Cities 

Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 

14-CP-09-004 

March  14, 2014 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

25 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  Rrst 

Counties 
Cole 

Cities 

Jefferson  C)^  -  Cole  Oounl^ 

Group  Totals: 

0 

6S0 

0 

0 

Location. 

Joplln  -  Jasper  County 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

April  03,  2014 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

120 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Jasper 

Cities 

Joplin  -  Jasper  County 

Group  Totals: 

0 

120 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

October  16, 2013 

TliinlcFirst  Missouri 

0 

170 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

Counties 

Audrain 

Cities 

Laddonia 

Group  Totals: 

0 

170 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

February  18, 2014 

Thinl(First  Missouri 

0 

55 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvdss 

Think  First 

Counties 

Pike 

Cities 
Louisiana 

CO 
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Prelect  Number 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date 

Trainina  Provider 

Group  Totals: 

CEU  Hours 
0 

#ParL 
55 

Passed 
0 

Failed 
0 

<-ocation:  '  JMHlK' 

14-CP-09-004 

2014              December  19, 2013 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

230 

b 

0 

Agencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Macon 

Cities 
Macon 

14^P-09-004 

2014              December  10. 2013 

ThinkPirst  Missouri 

0 

65 

0 

0 

AaencvTvDM 

Think  First 

Counties 
Macon 

Cities 
Macon 

Group  Totals: 

0 

295 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014              November  06, 2013 

BWlfi'>!<li<lli'i  rt^ 

0 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

120 

0 

Agencv  Tvoes 
Thinic  First 

Counties 

Monroe 

Cities 
Madison 

Group  Totals: 

0 

120 

0 

0 

^  Location:  . 

:Mm 

14-CP-0W)04 

2014             September  26, 201' 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

285 

0 

0 

Agencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Bollinger 

Cities 
Marble  Hill 

Group  Totals: 

0 

285 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014             October  29, 2013 

ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

150 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvuos 
Think  Rrst 

Counties 

Scotland 

Cities 

Memphis 

Group  Totals: 

0 

150 

0 

0 

CO 
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Project  Number 
14-CP-09-004 


Fiscal  Year 

'zbT'T'""""'' 


Training  Date 
May  29, 2014 


Training  Provider 


ThinkFirst  Missouri 


CEU  Hours        #Part.         Passed  Failed 


0 


Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Randolph 

Cities 
Moberly 

Group  Totals: 

0 

35 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

May  12, 2014 

Thinl(First  Missouri 

0 

200 

0 

 6 

Agency  Ttfoes 

Think  First 

Marion 

CWee 

Monroe  City 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

NovemlierOe,  2013 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

330 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 

Marion 

Citias 

Monroe  City 

Group  Totals: 

0 

530 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

October  17. 2013 

Thinl(First  Missouri 

0 

70 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvnes 

Think  First 

Coundos 

Texas 

CWee 

Mountain  Grove 

-  Texas  County 

Group  Totals: 

0 

70 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014              Septennber  16, 201' 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

20  0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

Counties 
Callaway 

Cities 

New  Bloomfield 

Group  Totals: 

0 

20 

0 

0 

lod 
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Project  Number 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date 

Traininq  Provider 

CEU  Hours 

#Part. 

Passed 

Faile<i 

14-CP-09-004 

2014               October  23. 2013 

ThinkPirst  Missouri 

0 

180 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Wright 

Cities 
Noiwood 

Group  Totals: 

0 

180 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014               June  04,  2014 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

50 

*0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

Counties 

Miller 

Cities 

Osage  Beach - 

MiHer  County 

Group  Totals: 

0 

50 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014             October  03, 2013 

ThInkFirst  Missouri 

115 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Tliinit  First 

Counties 

Marion 

cmas 

Philadelphia 

Group  Totals; 

0 

115 

0 

0 

Location:  ^,Kfllto«)ti . 

14-CP-09-004 

2014             October  30. 2013  " 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

 "  0  " 

650 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

Counties 
Washington 

Cities 
PotosI 

Group  Totals: 

0 

650 

0 

0 

14-CP-09.004 

2014              May  06, 2014 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

150 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvues 
ThhkRrst 

CountisB 

Schuyler 

Queen  City 

Group  Totals: 

0 

150 

0 

0 

CO 
CO 
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Project  Number 

Fiscal  Year        Traininq  Date 

Traininq  Provider 

CEU  Hours 

#Part. 

Passed 

Failed 

Locatimu.  ^.  l^ochepprt 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

Feboiaiy  13, 2014 

ThinlcFirst  Missouri 

0 

50 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Countiw 
Boone 

rvocnepon 

Group  Totals: 

0 

50 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

Anril  24  2014 

ThInkPinst  lUii^ftniiii 

1  1  III  lf\n  II  91  IVII90WUI 1 

0 

n 

n 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

CoimtlM 
St  Charles 

Cities 

Saint  Charles 

Group  Totals: 

0 

225 

0 

0 

'  Location:  'jmMliilllB 

14-CP-09-004 

eL\J  1  *T 

NInupmhpr  1 1  901  ? 

1  1  III  li\l   II  Ol  IVIIOOL^UI  1 

n 

n 

n 

u 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Cole 

Cities 
Eugene 

Group  Totals: 

0 

100 

0 

0 

Location:  .JHHMlMil 
14-CP-09-004 

2014" 

June  03,  2014 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

100 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 

Buchanan 

Cities 

Saint  Joseph 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

July  15, 2014 

ThinkPirst  Missouri 

0 

100 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Buchanan 

Saint  Joseph 

Group  Totals: 

0 

200 

0 

0 

Location:    Saint  Louis 

m 

an— 

o 
o 
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Project  Number 

14-CP-09-004 

Fiscal  Year        Training  Date 
2014               July  26,  2014 

Traininq  Provider 
ThinkFirst  Missouri 

CEU  Hours 
0 

«ParL 

10 

Passed 

0 

Failed 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
St  Louis  City 

ewes 

Saint  Louis 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

May  21, 2014 

ThlnkFirst  Missouri 

0 

680 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvdm 
Think  First 

St  Louis  City 

CMas 

Saint  Louifi 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

October  28, 2013 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

150 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

Counties 
St.  Louis  City 

owes 

5^int  Louift 

wOill  II  kWUl0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

January  28,  2014 

ThinkFirst  IVIissouri 

0 

600 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
St  Louis  City 

Cities 

Saint  Louis 
wall  11  bwun 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

February  11,2014 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

100 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

Counties 

St  Louis 

CMas 

Eureka 

Group  Totals: 

0 

1,540 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

April  17, 2014 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

1,400 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
St  Charles 

Cities 

Saint  Peters 

Group  Totals: 

0 

1^ 

0 

0 

■■IHiHl$&l^s;k^MUrto,Owiev{eve 
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12/1«014 


Proiect  Number 
14-CP-09-004 

Fiscal  Year        Training  Date 
2014              April  04,  2014 

Tralnina  Provider 
ThinlcFirst  Missouri 

CEU  Hours 
0 

720 

Passed 
0 

Failed 
0 

Aasncv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

Counties 
Ste.  Genevieve 

Clti^ 

Sainte  Genevieve 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

November  21, 2013 

TTilnkFirst  Missouri 

0 

250 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
1  ninK  rirst 

Counties 

Ste.  Genevieve 

Cities 

Sainte  Genevieve 

Group  Totals: 

0 

970 

0 

0 

14-CP-d9-CX)4 

2014 

February  28, 2014 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

220 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Thinl«  First 

Counties 

Chsriton 

Cities 

Salisbury 

Group  Totals: 

0 

220 

0 

0 

Location: 

mm:  wm 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

May  23.  2014 

ThinkPirst  Missouri 

0 

110 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Andrew 

Cities 
Savannah 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

December  03, 201 3 

TiiinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

100 

0 

0 

Aaencv  TVoes 

Think  First 

Counties 

Andrew 

Cities 

Savannah 

Group  Totals: 

0 

210 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

November  01, 2013 

TliinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

75 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Vemon 

Cities 
Sheldon 

o 
^5 
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12/1/2014 


Prelect  Number  Fiscal  Year  Training  Date  Training  Provider  CEU  Hours  #Part.  Passed  Failed 
 Group  Totals:  0  75  0  0 


I  Location: 

ilWia^ottCounl 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

October  21 ,  201 3        ThinkFlrst  Missouri 

0 

550 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Scott 

Cities 

Sikeston  -  Scott  County 

14-GP-09-004 

2014 

October  22, 2013       ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

1,100 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Thinic  First 

Counties 
Scott 

Cities 

Sikeston  -  Scott  County 

Group  Totals: 

0 

1,650 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014             October  31 , 2013       ThinlcFirst  Missouri 

0  250 

0 

0 

Aqencv  TvDes 
Thinit  First 

Counties 

Morgan 

Cities 
Stover 

Group  Totals: 

0 

250 

0 

0 

Location: 

Stiil^pn 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

April  14, 2014           ThinkFiiist  Missouri 

0 

200 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Think  First 

Boone 

Cities 
Sturgeon 

Group  Totals: 

0 

200 

0 

0 

14-CP-09-004 

2014*' 

April  16, 2014           ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

150 

0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Thinl<  First 

Miller 

Cities 
Tiscombia 

Group  Totals: 

0 

150 

0 

0 

o 

CO 


Page  75  of  82 


12/ie014 


Project  Number 
.  ,Lpcation: ..  Un.iQ>ity|ite 
14-CP-09-004 


Fiscal  Year        Training  Date 


2014 


IVIay  15, 2014 


Training  Provider 
ThinkFirst  Missouri 


Passed  Failed 


0  0 


Agency  Types 
Think  First 


Counties 
Putnam 


Cities 
Unionville 


Group  Totals: 


150 


14-CP-09-004 


2014 


October  29, 201 3       ThinkFirst  Missouri 


250 


Agency  Types 

Think  First 


Counties 
Maries 


Cities 
Vienna 


Group  Totals: 


250 


Location: 

14-CP-09-004 


2014 


April  08,  2014 


ThinkFirst  Missouri 


40 


Agency  Types 

Think  First 


Counties 


Cities 
Wayeriy 


Group  Totals: 


40 


Location: 

14-CP-09-004 


2014 


December  20, 201 3     ThinkFirst  Missouri 


250 


Agency  Types 
Think  First 


Counties 

L^feiyette 


Cities 

Wellington 


Group  Totals: 


250 


14-CP-09-004 


I  iiiMWiiiiiiiiiiMii-Miii'iirMri  in  sMfcsn  i  iii 
2014  November  05, 2013     ThinkFirst  Missouri 


180 


Think  First 


Counties 
Montgomery 


Cjg^ 
Wellsville 


o 
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Proiect  Number 

Fiscal  Year 

Trainina  Date 

Trainina  Provider 

Group  Totals: 

CEU  Hours 
0 

#Part 
180 

Passed 
0 

Failed 
0 

r       Location:  Mil 

mm: 

m  m 

IK-  '.Is 

f  ^ 

14-CP-09-004 

2014 

May  02, 2014 

ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

200 

0 

0 

Agency  Types  Counties  Cities 

Think  First  Osage  Westphalia 


Group  Totals:  0  200  0  0 


£^  '  Locaflon: 

14-CP-09-004 

2014              March  25, 2014         ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

30  0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
St.  Louis 

Cities 

Wildwood  -  SL  Louis  County 

14-CP-09-004 

2014              IMarcli26  2014         ThinkFirst  Missouri 

ivmi  wi  1          dw  1^                   1  1  III  ir\i  ii^pk  iviiowmii 

0 

65  0 

0 

Aaencv  Tvdos 
Think  First 

Counties 
SL  Louis 

Cities 

WIMwood  -  St.  Louis  County 

Group  Totals; 

0 

95  0 

0 

L^ation:  , 

Wilidsor- Hkinry  County  „ 

14-CP-09-004 

2014              Octot)er1 1,2013       ThinkFirst  Missouri 

0 

300  'V* 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Think  First 

Counties 
Henry 

Cities 

Windsor  -  Henry  County 

Group  Totals: 

300  0 

0 

Course:    Traffic  Control  forjliniipfAcy  1 
g^^.  Location:    QjiiiliiMffc       '    '  ^fiiiliii^^ 

14-EM-02-001 

2014                Marcii  29, 2014          MU  FRTI 

1 

15  15 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Fire 

cwntiw 

Barton,  Butler,  Dade,  Greene,  Lawrence 

Cities 

Golden  City,  Poplar  Bluff,  GreenfiekJ,  Lockwood,  South  Greenfiekl, 
Walnut  Grove,  Miller 

o 
cn 
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Protect  Number  Fiscal  Year        Training  Date  Training  Provider  CEU  Hours        #ParL        Passed  Failed 


Group  Totals:  1  15  tS  0 


f  Location: 

14-EM-02-001 

2014 

November  02,  201 3     MU  FRTI 

'^^^                I  18 " ' '"  Is 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Fire 

Counties 

Crawford,  Dent  Iron 

Cities 

Davisvitle,  Steelville,  Boss,  Salem,  Viburnum 

Group  Totals: 

1              18  18 

0 

Course:     Vehicle  Rescue 
Location:  Dexter 

April  05,  2014  ^  '^^^RTI 

14-EM-02-001 

2014 

2    1  *     37  37 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Fire 

Counties 

Cape  Girardeau,  Dunl<lin,  Stoddard 

Cities 

Millersviile,  Jacl<son,  Cape  Girardeau,  IVIalden,  Bloomfield,  Dexter 

Group  Totals: 

2              37  37 

0 

14-EM-02-001 

2014 

March  29.  2014          MU  FRTI 

2            31  30 

1" 

Aaencv  Tvuos 

Fire 

Counties 

Dent,  Jefferson,  Phelps,  Shannon,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis 

Cities 

Jadwin,  Lenox,  House  Springs,  Rolla,  Eminence,  Lalw  Saint  Louis, 
Saint  Peters 

Group  Totals: 

2              31  30 

1 

14-EI\/l-02-001 

2014 

October  04,  2013        MU  FRTI 

16              24  24 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Fire 

Counties 

Dallas,  Greene,  Webster,  Wright 

Cities 

Louisburg,  Republic,  Rogersville,  Marshfield,  NIangua,  Mansfield, 
Springfield  -  Greene  County 

Group  Totals: 

16             24  24 

0 

o 
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Project  Number  Fiscal  Year        Training  Date  Training  Provider  CEU  Hours       #Part        Passed  Failed 

14-EM-02-001  2014  January  25, 2014        MU  FRTI  2  33  33  0 


Aaencv  Tvoes 

Fire 

Counties 

Benton,  Clay,  IMadison,  Pettis,  Stoddard,  Wayne,  St  Louis  City 

Cities 

Mora,  Excelsior  Springs  -  Clay  County,  Fredericktown,  Marquand, 
Dexter,  Piedmont,  Saint  Louis 

Group  Totals: 

2              33  33 

0 

Location: 

14-EIVI-02-001 

2014 

November  08, 201 3     iVlU  FRTI 

2            25  25 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Fire 

Counties 

Barry,  Dade,  Lawrence 

Cities 

IVIonett,  Purdy,  Cassville,  Shell  Knob  -  Barry  County,  Lockwood, 
Pierce  City,  Aurora 

Group  Totals: 

2              25  25 

0 

Location; 

RleiiiWid'-.Uciede  Coi 

14-EP1/I-O2-OOI 

2014 

October  05,  2013       MU  FRTI 

2             20  20 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Fire 

Counties 

Ladede,  Ptielps,  Pulaski,  Texas 

Cities 

Newburg,  Saint  James,  Fort  Leonard  Wood  CDP,  Laquey,  Dixon, 
Saint  Robert,  Waynesville,  Licking,  Roby,  Richland  -  Laclede  County 

Group  Totals: 

2              20  20 

0 

"'^  'Course:     Vehicle  Search  and  Seizure 

si^mfm:.. . .                   .  .                        , .        .  ... 

14-PT-02-065 

2014 

July  28, 2014            Missouri  Southern  State  University 

0              6  6 

0 

Aaencv  TvDes 

Sheriff 

Counties 
Jasper,  Poll< 

Cities 

Jasper,  Bolivar 

Group  Totals: 

0              6  6 

0 

Location: 

14-PT-02-065 

*¥oi? 

May  14, 2014           Missouri  Southern  State  University 

0            34  30 

4 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Counties 

Christian,  Dallas,  Laclede,  Lawrence,  Poll(,  Wet)ster 

Cities 

Ozark,  Bufbto,  Lebanon,  Mount  Vernon,  Bolivar,  Marshfleld 
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Protect  Number 

Fiscal  Year       Trainina  Date           Trainlna  Provider 

CFIl  Hmirs 
wcu  n\iui9 

fr  rail.  raSScu 

Fsited 

GrouD  Totals' 

0 

34  30 

4 

'  Location:  tBPWHI 

14-PT-02-065 

2014 

April  14,  2014            Missouri  Soutiiem  State  University 

0 

35  35 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 
Police 

Counties 

Camden,  Christian,  Greene,  Lawrence,  MdSonald,  Po\k,  Stone, 

Taney 

Cities 

Osage  Beach  -  Camden  County,  Nixa,  Ozark,  Clever,  Rogersville, 
Strafford,  Walnut  Grove,  Miller,  Mount  Vernon,  Pineville,  Bolivar, 
Hurley 

Group  Totals: 

0 

35  35 

0 

Program:    HWY  SAFETY 
Course:     CPS  Certification  Course 

iliiMlIll 

14-K3-05-002 

2014 

May  15, 2014           HighMoy  Safe^ 

24 

13  13 

0 

Aaencv  Tvoes 

Sheriff 

Counties 

Pemiscot 

ewes 

Caruthersville 

Health  Department 

New  Madrid,  Pemiscot 

New  Madrid,  Caruthersville 

Fire 

Pemiscot 

Caruthersville 

Police 

Pemiscot 

Caruthersville 

Group  Totals: 

24 

13  13 

0 

>'       Location:  4HHHHI 

14-K3-05-002 

2014 

December  06,  201 3     Highway  Safety 

24 

16  16 

0 

Agency  Tvoes  Counties  Cities 

EMS  Osage  Linn 

Fire  Osage  Linn 

MoDOT  Cole  Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 


Health  Department  Osage  Linn 

Sheriff  Osage  Linn 


Group  Totals: 

24 

16 

16 

0 

Locatiqn:^   Wayn^ville  „  ^ 

o 

00 
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Project  Number 

14-K3-05-002 


Fiscal  Year        Training  Date  Training  Provider 

201 4  November  09, 201 3     Highway  Safety 


CEU  Hours       #Part.        Passed  Failed 
24  17  17  0 


Agency  Tvoas 
Fire 

C»her 


Counties 
Pulaski 

Pulasid 


Cities 

Saint  Rotwrt,  Waynesville 
Fort  Leonard  Wood  CDP 


Group  Totals: 


24 


17 


17 


^^ourse:  PIF 
14-154-AL-091 


October  21, 2013 


Agency  Tvoes 

Police 


Sheriff 
MSHP 


Osama. 

Butler,  Cape  Girardeau,  Iron,  Madison,  Mississippi,  New  Madrid, 
Pemiscot,  Peny,  Scott,  St.  Francois,  Ste.  Genevieve,  Stoddard 

Butler,  Perry 
Butler,  St.  Louis 


Cities 

Poplar  Bluff,  Cape  Girardeau,  Arcadia,  Frederidctown,  Bertrand, 

Portageville,  Hayti,  Caruthersville,  Perryvllle,  Miner,  Scott  City, 
Desloge,  Saint  Mary,  Advance,  Essex,  Sikeston  -  Scott  County 

Poplar  Bluff 


Group  Totals: 

6 

55 

55 

0 

36 

0 

14-154-AL-091  2014 

June  02. 2014 

McGee,  Bartalotta,  Friedlein 

6 

Agency  Types 
MSHP 

Police 


Counties 

Cole,  Greene,  Macon,  St.  Charles,  St.  Louis 

Audrain,  Callaway,  Cole,  Cooper,  Lawrence,  Lincoln,  Ralls,  Rando^h, 
SaHite,  St  Chartes,  St  Louis 


cities 

Macon,  Weldon  Spring,  Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County,  Springfield  - 
Greene  County 

Mexico,  Auxvasse,  BoonvHte,  Mount  Vemon,  Winfield,  New  London, 
Moberly,  Slater,  Wentzville,  Manchester,  Jefferson  City  -  Cole  County 


Group  Totals: 


6 


36 


36 


14-154.AL-091 


2014 


March  24. 2014 


Underage  Drinking  LE  Training 


o 

CO 
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Protect  Number 


Fiscal  Year       Training  Date 


Training  Provider 


CEU  Hours 


#  Part- 


Passed 


Failed 


Agency  Tvpas 

Sheriff 

Police 


MSHP 

Other 


Counties 

Clay,  Jackson,  McDonald 

Buchanan,  Clay,  Clinton,  Henry,  Jackson,  Lawrence,  Platte,  Saline 


Buchanan,  Greene,  Jackson 

Clay 


Saint  Joseph,  Oakview,  Pleasant  Valley  -  Clay  County,  Kearney, 
Plattsburg,  Deepwater,  Independence,  Mount  Vernon,  Lake 
Waukomis,  Weathertiy  Lake,  Slater,  Lees  Summit  -  Jackson  County 
Saint  Joseph,  Kai»as  CHy  -  Jackson  County,  Lees  Summit  -  Jackdon 
County,  Springfiekl  -  Greene  County 


Group  Totals: 

6 

49 

49 

0 

14-K8-03-031                     2014              August  08, 2014 

Greene  County  Sheriffs  Office 

8 

13 

13 

0 

ABWWTVPW  Counties 

CItlee 

Group  Totals: 

8 

13 

13 

0 

Grand  Totals: 

3,201 

27,319 

4.160 

27 
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MISSOURI 


Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


Tween  Safety  Program 


14-PT-02-109 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


02 


5,700,000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


Statewide 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division 


Mrs.  Pamela  Hoeischer 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

The  TWEEN  Safety  Program  will  target  children  ages  of  8  through  12  years  old  and  their  parents.  The  project  consists  of 
intervention  programs  designed  to  educate  parents  and  their  kids  regarding  general  traffic  safety. 

Suggested  programs  are  created  with  specific  age  groups  in  mind.  For  younger  TWEENS  between  the  ages  of  8  and  10, 
activities  such  as  "Spot  theTot",  'Trunk  Entrapment",  "Safety  Belt  Fit  Test"  and  "Never  Leave  your  Child  Unattended" 
provide  information  critical  to  keeping  kids  safe  in  and  around  vehicles.  For  all  TWEENS  and  older  TWEENS,  the  focus  will 
be  to  learn  about  basic  airbag  safety  and  proper  safety  t>elt  usage. 

The  activities  and  related  information  will  be  primarily  facilitated  through  school  assemblies,  after  school  programs,  safety 
fairs,  and  summer  programs.  Each  program  will  have  printed  material  with  the  target  age  groups  for  students  and  parents. 
Focus  groups  vvill  be  coridueled  prior  to  the  programs  to  gather  Ideas  to  beA  fit  the  needs  of  the  TWEEN  population  and 
their  parents.  The  Program  Coordinator  will  be  responsible  for  the  completion  of  these  focus  groups. 

Finally,  if  possible,  the  Coordinator  will  distribute  and  collect  pre  and  post  tests  or  another  selected  form  of  evaluation  that 
will  be  completed  by  students  and/or  parents  following  the  completion  of  activities.  Results  would  then  be  compiled  into 
descriptive  reports. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

At  a  young  age,  too  many  children  are  still  riding  in  the  front  seat  of  a  vehicle  and  often  without  any  type  of  restraint,  child 
safety  seat  or  safety  belt.  In  addition,  this  puts  a  number  of  children  at  risk  of  airbag-related  injuries  and  deaths.  While  child 
safety  seats  and  booster  seats  for  children  under  8  years  of  age  are  being  used  more  often,  children  8  through  12  years  of 
age  are  at  a  greater  risk  of  danger  because  of  the  lack  of  education  about  restraint  use  and  airbs^  safety.  These  children  are 
the  drivers  of  the  future,  and  the  foundation  for  safety  belt  use  needs  to  occur  at  this  level  before  they  are  behind  the  wheel  of 
a  vehicle. 

In  2009,  there  were  8  fatalities  in  Missouri  (5  fewer  than  ttie  previous  year),  however,  the  disabling  injuries  for  this  age  group 
increased  by  55  during  the  same  time  frame.  While  a  multitude  of  programs  and  other  resources  have  been  directed  toward 
child  restraint  or  booster  seat  use  by  younger  children,  there  is  not  enough  focus  on  ensuring  that  TWEENS  ride  property 

restrained. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

To  reduce  the  number  of  fatalities  and  injuries  of  children  between  the  ages  8  through  12. 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 

expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarteriy,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  acti>%  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objedives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 


111 


■  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  ttie  dass,  student  test  scores  on  course  exaitiinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

•  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whether  slnfiilar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  VVhether  grantee  will  receive  funding  fior  future  projects. 

"Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

The  above  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 
RESULTS: 

Eight  "Be  the  Back  Seat  Boss"  School  assemblies  were  held 
Thirteen  Community  Events  were  attended 
Total  students/parents  reached  was  4,159 

"Be  the  Back  Seat  Boss"  School  Assembly  -  focus  is  on  proper  seat  belt  use  and  airbag  safety. 
Airtjag  Education  Piece: 

The  assembly  begins  with  a  discussion  about  the  speed  at  which  an  airbag  deploys.  Students  are  asked  to  guess  the  speed 
of  deployment  and  students'  guesses  are  then  illustrated  via  a  balloon  demonstration.  An  airbag  is  then  set  off.  Students 
learn  the  best  safety  practice  concerning  airbags.  The  Tween  body  is  not  fully  developed  and  cannot  withstand  the  force  of 
an  airijag  until  the  age  of  13.  Until  bones  and  muscles  develop  completely,  Tweens  should  never  sit  in  the  front  of  a  vehicle 
near  the  alrtsag. 

Seat  Belt  Education  Piece: 

Students  are  selected  to  assist  with  this  demonstration.  Students  are  shown  proper  seat  belt  placement  across  the  hipbones, 
chest,  and  shoulder.  Improper  belt  positions  are  also  demonstrated.  If  applicable,  a  booster  seat  best  practice  is  shown 
(K-2nd  grade). 

"Be  the  Back  Seat  Boss"  Beat  Box  Rap: 

A  beat  box  rap  is  performed  In  order  to  reinforce  the  theme  discussed  during  the  assembly.  This  is  always  a  big  hit! 

All  students  who  volunteer  to  participate  with  demonstrations  receive  an  Arrive  Alive/Buckle  Up  t-shirt.  All  students  receive 

educational  materials  which  explain  the  information  presented  during  the  assembly. 

Community  Events  -  focus  is  on  proper  seat  belt  use 

Students  and  parents  are  shown  proper  seat  belt  placement  across  the  hipbones,  chest,  and  shoulder.  Improper  belt 
positions  are  discussed.  If  applicable,  a  booster  seat  best  practice  is  shown  (K-2nd  grade).  All  students  who  participate 
receive  an  Arrive  Alive/Buckle  Up  t-shirt.  All  students  receive  educational  materials  which  explain  seat  belt  and  air  bag 
safety. 

PUNDtNG:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$20,000.00  $9,627.31 
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HS  CONTACT: 

Pam  Hoelscher 

P.O.  Box  270 

830  MoDOT  Drive 

Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 

1-800-800-2358 
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MISSOURI 


Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


Traffic  Safety  Officer 


14-PT-02-082 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


02 


90.000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICnON: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Urban 


All  Drivers 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Platte  County  Sheriff's  Office 


Sgt  Tom  Taulbee 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Project  Description  information  wiii  be  captured  in  the  supplemental  section. 
PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Hazardous  driving  is  a  serious  problem  on  Missouri's  roadways  and  has  contributed  substantially  to  traffic  crashes,  especially 

crashes  resulting  in  deatti.  Many  of  tliese  crasiies  are  caused  by  aggressive  drivers  of  motorized  vehicles  who  have 
committed  one  or  more  of  the  following  violations:  speeding;  driving  too  fast  for  conditions;  and/or  following  too  close.  Other 
hazardous  driving  may  include  improper  lane  change,  red-light  running,  or  impaired  driving. 

From  2009-2011,  there  were  1,021  fatalities  resulting  from  aggressive  drivers.  Of  those  fatalities,  41.1%  resulted  fivm 
exceeding  the  speed  limit,  56.5%  resulted  from  driving  too  fast  for  conditions,  and  5  2%  from  following  too  close.  Also,  during 
the  same  time  firame  there  were  755  people  killed  and  3,051  seriously  injured  in  crashes  where  drivers  or  pedestrians  were 
impaired  by  alcohol  and/or  other  drugs. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Goal: 

To  decrease  Hazardous  Moving  Violation  driving-related  fatalities  by  2  percent  annually  to: 
3C»by2012 
299  by  2013 
293  by  2014 
287  by  2015 

Objective: 

Develop  and  implement  a  plan  that  focuses  on  hazardous  moving  violations  (such  as  speeding,  following  too  closely,  driving 
too  fast  for  conditions,  red-light  running,  improper  lane  changes,  and  failure  to  yield)  at  high  crash  locations  and  corridors. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Law  enforcement  compliance  with  state  UCR,  Racial  Profiling,  and  STARS  reporting  requirements  (law  enforcement 
contracts  only) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

3.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarteriy,  semi-annual)  as  required 

4.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

5.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

6.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

•  Enforcement  activities  (planned  activities  compared  with  actual  activities) 

•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

•  Equipmerrt  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safefy  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 
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■  PidiOc  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

7.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  parliaiiar  project  specifically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

•  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  If  satisfactory 
justification  Is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

Full-Tlme  DWin^rafRc  Unit  FY2014  Annual  Report 

Law  enforcement  agencies  with  full-time  DWI  or  Traffic  Officers  are  required  to  complete  and  send  an  annual  report  for 
Fiscal  Year  2014  (October  2013  -  September  30,  2014).  Please  provide  information  to  the  following  questions  and  return  to 
Marcus  D.  Holmes  by  November  9, 2013. 


1 .    What  roadways  did  your  agency  focus  the  enforcement  details? 

a.  The  primary  focus  was  put  on  the  state  highways,  primarily  M-45,  M-92,  M-273  with  some  enforcement  on  1*29, 1-435 
and  M-9.  Wis  also  put  minor  emphasis  on  the  arterial  county  roads,  primarily  Humphreys  Rd.  and  Jones-Myer  Rd. 


2.     What  schedule  did  your  officers/deputies  work  (time  of  day  and  day  of  week)? 

a.  All  the  officers  worked  a  variation  of  days  and  evenings  with  Sunday  and  Monday  off.  Cunently  Deputy  Dudley  works 
Tuesday  and  Wednesday  from  0700-1700  and  Friday  and  Saturday  from  1900-0500. 


3.  How  frequently  did  supervisors  conduct  briefings  with  the  full-time  unit  officers/deputies  to  discuss  operations  plans  that 
would  impact  fatal  and  injury  crashes?  I  talk  with  Deputy  Dudley  several  times  a  month  about  current  areas  of  concern  and 
citizen  complaints.  We  are  currently  conducting  an  accident  study  to  better  correlate  our  enforcement  activities  with  our 
accident  data. 

4.  How  did  you  engage  the  local  oommunify  to  raise  awareness  of  the  purpose  of  the  DWI/Traflic  Unit?  We  participated 
in  several  news  conferences  and  fnequently  issue  press  released  on  items  that  are  traffic  safety  related. 


5.     Please  give  examples  of  how  the  media  was  used  to  highlight  the  DWI/Traffic  Unit  activities  and  raise  awareness  with 
the  public  (press  releases,  TV/radio  interviews,  newspaper  articles,  etc.)  We  hosted  a  large  press  conference  priorto  CInco 
de  Mayo  and  dedicating  our  checkpoint  to  Michael  Clark,  who  was  killed  on  May  5,  201 1  in  Gladstone. 


6.  What  type  of  training  did  your  officers/deputies  receive  this  grant  year  (please  list  each  officer/deputy  individually  and 
the  training  they  received)? 

a.  Deputy  Steve  Alvord  -  Search  &  seizure,  AS-IV  and  DMT  Breathalyzer  Type  III,  required  online  courses,  semi-annual 
defensive  tactics  and  firearms  qualification. 

b.  Deputy  N.  Blair  Dudley  -  Dealing  with  Intoxicated  persons,  LETSAC  Conference,  required  online  courses,  semi-annual 
defensive  tactics  and  fireanns  qualification. 

7.  Please  provide  any  changes  to  personnel  working  in  the  DWI/Traffic  Unit  that  occurred  this  grant  year. 

a.  Deputy  Steve  Alvord  was  the  traffic  officer  November,  201 3  to  June  1 5, 2014. 

b.  Deputy  N.  Blab*  Dudley  has  been  as^gned  since  June  16, 2014. 


8. 


Do  the  officers  in  this  unit  worl<  any  type  of  non-traffic  related  duties  (hours  per  month)?  Please  explain.  No. 


9.     Was  any  of  the  equipment  purchased  with  Highway  Safety  grant  funds  damaged  and/or  replaced  this  grant  year?  No. 


10.  At  the  Full  Time  Unit  Workshop  held  in  January  2014  each  unit  was  informed  they  must  host  a  fflihimum  of  six  sobriety 

checkpoints  each  year  (though  strongly  encouraged  to  host  twelve).  Please  list  the  dates  and  locations  of  the  sobriety 
checkpoints  hosted  by  your  agency.  Please  list  the  dates,  locations,  and  host  agency  of  sobriety  checkpoints  your  agency 
assisted  at. 

a.  March  1 5,  2014  -  M-45  and  65th  Street. 

b.  April  11,  2014  -  M-9  Hwy  and  Maddox  Rd. 

c.  May  5,  2014  -  M-45  and  Klamm  Drive 

d.  May  24, 201 4  -  M-273  and  Town  Court. 

e.  June  13, 20143  -  Z  Highway  and  Commercial  Street 

f.  June  27,  2014  -  M-92  and  Prairie  View  Road 

g.  July  5,  2014  -  M-45  and  65th  Street 

h.  August  8, 2014  - 1-29  and  24  mile  marker. 

i.  August  1 5, 2014  -  M-45  and  Woolston  Road 

j.      August  30, 2014  -  M-92  and  North  Creek  Road, 
k.     September  19,  2014  -  M-9  and  Berkley 

All  sobriety  checkpoints  were  hosted  by  the  Platte  County  Sheriffs  Dept.  Most  utilized  help  from  various  other  agencies 
associated  with  the  Northland  DWI  Task  Force.  Deputies  were  also  sent  to  assist  other  task  force  agencies  with  their 
sponsored  sobriety  checkpoints. 


1 1 .  Please  list  each  officer/deputy  individually  and  the  number  of  vehicle  stops,  DWI  arrests,  IHMV  citations,  and  seatbelt 
citations  they  had  during  the  grant  year. 

a.  Deputy  Steve  Alvord,  1205  stops,  15  DWI  arrests,  699  HMV  citations,  5  seat  belt  /  child  restraint  citations. 

b.  Deputy  N.  Blair  Dudley  466  stops,  6  DWI  an-ests,  255  l-IMV  citations,  13  seat  belt  /  child  restraint  citations. 


12.  Has  your  county/city  had  an  increase  or  decrease  in  fatal  and  injury  crashes  the  past  three  years?  If  you're  experiencing 
an  inaease  please  explain  your  strategy  to  reduce  them.  The  number  of  injury  and  fatal  accidents  has  remained  relatively 
the  same  in  the  past  three  years  with  only  a  slight  difference  between  the  lowest  and  highest  year.  In  the  three  year  period  of 
2010  thru  2013  in  Platte  County  there  was  1828  injury  and  fatality  accidents.  There  were  1782  Injury  accidents  and  46  fatal 
accidents.  The  years  break  down  as  follows.  In  2010  there  were  457  Injury  or  fatality  accidents  that  Injured  640  people  and 
killed  13.  In  201 1  there  were  471  injury  or  fatality  accidents  that  injured  621  and  killed  13.  In  2012  the  numbers  were  461 
accideniSt  640  injured  and  13  killed.  In  2013  ttiere  were  471  injury  orfateility  accidents  that  injured  588  and  killed  12.  Year  to 
date  through  September  driving  while  intoxicated  arrests  are  up  13.4%.  Witti  increased  enforcement  we  hope  and  antidpate 
these  numbers  will  decline. 


1 3.  Are  there  any  resources  or  Infonnatlon  that  the  Highway  Safety  Office  can  provide  to  your  agency  fo  help  with  traffic 

safety  improvements?  Our  main  requirement  Is  funding  for  manpower  to  aggressively  enforce  the  traffic  laws  I  think  the 
above  statistics  clearly  show  that  there  is  a  strong  need  for  dedicated  traffic  enforcement,  specifically  dedicated  DWI 
enforcement  deputies  patrolling  Platte  County  on  a  full  time  basis.  Wth  our  low  staffing  and  high  call  volume  it  is  impossible 
for  us  to  provide  adequate  enforcement  without  outside  assistance.  It  is  our  intention,  on  the  next  cycle,  to  attempt  to  get 
funding  for  a  full  time  DWI  enforcement  car. 


FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$20,434.50  $18,020.04 

HS  CONTACT: 

Marcus  Holmes 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


PI  Creative  Services 


14-PT-02-111 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


02 


5,700,000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


All  Drivers 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Traffic  and  Highway  Saf^  Division 


Ms.  Kelly  Martin 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

This  funding  would  be  used  for  professional  marketing  and  advertising  services  to  generate  effective  and  compelling 

messages  to  reach  Missourians  regarding  safe  driving.  Creative  work  produced  could  include  television  and  radio  scripts 
and/or  production,  posters,  billboards,  online  banners,  etc.  It  could  also  include  any  technical  services  such  as  dubbing  fees 
for  created  products. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

It  takes  a  strong  marketing  message  to  reach  Missouri  motorists  about  the  importance  of  buckling  up,  driving  sober,  etc. 
Funding  for  creative  services  will  allow  the  use  of  the  creative  ideas  and  professional  services  of  an  advertising  agency  for  a 
variety  of  campaigns,  such  as  Click  It  or  Ticket,  impaired  driving,  teen  safety  belts,  motorcycle  safety,  CPS,  etc. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

To  craft  an  effective  message  to  reach  Missourians  with  our  safety  messages  and  change  behavior. 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 

expenditures  (i  e  ,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

•  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

'  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Ot>jectives) 

6.  The  project  will  t>e  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine. 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whether  similar  acfivtties  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 
'  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

*Evaluation  and  requests  to  fiind  future  projects  virill  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satis^ctory 
justification  is  provided. 

The  above  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 
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RESULTS: 

This  funding  was  used  to  outsource  creative  services  such  as  creative  content,  graphics  design,  videography  and  ad  resizing. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$30,000.00  $24,425.00 

HS  CONTACT: 

Kelly  Jackson 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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MISSOURI  Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE: 

Public  Information  and  Education  General 

PROGRAM  AREA: 

02 

TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 

Statewide 
AGENCY  NAME: 

Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

A  variety  of  itenfis  are  needed  to  reacli  Missourians  and  maintain  front-of-mind  awareness,  including  brochures,  posters, 
incentive  items,  etc. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Educational  and  Incentive  items  are  eflective  in  reaching  the  target  audience  and  maintaining  firont-of-mind  awareness. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Provide  drivers  with  educational  materials. 

Maintain  strong  awareness  of  safety  messages. 
EVALUATION: 

The  ly^lHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1.  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  voudiers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i  e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

■  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

'  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 
Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 

purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 
Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

*Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfectory 

justification  is  provided. 

The  above  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 
RESULTS: 

This  funding  was  used  for  print  needs  for  three  rest  stops  across  the  state.  Large  print  advertisements  were  placed  in  lighted 

121 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 

14-PT-02-110 
JURISDICTION  SIZE: 

5,700,000 

TARGETED  POPULATION: 

All  Drivers 

AGENCY  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Kelly  Martin 


kiosks  promoting  current  statewide  media  campaigns. 


FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$20,000.00  $496.00 

HS  CONTACT: 

Kelly  Jackson 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  IWoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2356 
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ALCOHOL 


This  program  area  addressed  issues  related  to  the  driver  whose  ability  to  safely  operate  a  motor  vehicle  has  been  impaired  by  the 
use  of  alcohol  or  other  drugs.  Although  only  4. 1%  out  of  every  100  traffic  crashes  in  Missouri  were  identified  as  drinking  related, 
there  are  strong  indications  that  investigating  officers  under-report  drinking  involvement  as  a  contributing  fector  in  traffic  crashes. 
The  offender's  symptoms  may  be  masked  (shock,  injuries)  ortiie  person  may  be  transported  for  treatment  before  the  officer  had  a 
chance  to  observe  or  interview  them.  The  other  issue  is  that  there  may  not  be  enough  evidence  for  the  officer  to  verify  that  the 
person's  drinking  actually  contributed  to  the  crash. 


BENCHMARKS 


Established 

Result 

To  decrease  fatalities  involving  drives  with  .08  BAC  or 
greater  by  2  percent 
annually  to: 

•  253  by  2011 

•  248  by  2012 

•  243  by  2013 

•  238  by  2014 

jj  viii.'iuiisU  fk. 

•  2010  Vitalities  involving  impaired  drivers  =  258 

In  2010,  there  were  258  fatalities  involving  drivers  with  a  .08 
BAC  or  greater.  In  201 1,  there  were  280,  an  increase  of  9%. 

*No  cuirent  PARS  Data  available. 

To  increase  impaired  driving  arrests  made  during  grant- 
funded  enforcement  activities  and  mobilizations  by  2 
percent  annually  to: 

•  9,009  by  2012 

•  9,189  by  2013 

•  9,3-^1^2014 

•  9,560  by  2015 

iJClIdilllai  Al. 

•  2011  nn|)aireddrivmg  ani^mf^  during  graitt- 
flinded  enforcement  activities  and  mobilizations  = 

8,832  (DWI) 

In  20 11,  there  were  8,832  impaired  driving  arrests  made 
during  grant-funding  enforcement  mobilizations.  In  2012, 
there       8,176,  a  decrease  of  7%. 

In  2013,  there  were  6,917  arrests  made.  This  is  a  15% 
decrease  firom  die  previous  year. 

To  decrease  fatalities  involving  sidistace  bapsaied  drivers 
under  the  age  of  2 1  years  by  2  percent  annually  to: 

•  33  by  2012 

•  33  by  2013 

•  32  by  2014 

•  31  by  2015 
Benchmark: 

•  201 1  fatalities  involving  impaired  drivers  under 
the  age  of  21  years  =  34 

In  201 1,  there  were  34  firtalides  involving  impaired  drivers 
under  the  age  of  21.  In  2012  there  were  19,  a  decrease  of 

44%. 

In  2013,  there  were  31  fatalities  involving  impaired  drivers 
under  the  age  of  21.  This  is  a  63%  increase  from  2012  and  a 
9%  reduction  from  201 1. 

Strategies — Public  Information  and  Education 

Identified 

Implemented 

Educate  the  public  on  the  dangers  of  driving  after  drinking  or 
using  other  drugs  through  public  awareness  campaigns  such 
as  Drive  Sober  or  Get  Pulled  Over,  through  quarterly 
impaired  driving  mobilizations,  and  through  the  distribution 
of  educational  materials  at  traffic  safety  workshops,  health 
and  safety  fairs,  displays,  on  the  website,  and  through  public 
service  announcements 

In  addition  to  the  Drive  Sober  or  Get  Pulled  Over  Campaign, 
education  on  the  dangers  of  drinking  and  driving  was  also 
provided  through  odier  campaigns  held  during  the  year 
(Holiday  DWI  Campaign-  December  10-16,  2012;  St. 
Patrick's  Day  Campaign-March  14-17,  2013;  Youth 
Alcohol  Enforcement-  May  2-13, 2013;  and  the  4*  of  July 
Campaign-July  3-7, 2013).  Information  was  distributed  to 
law  enforcement  agencies  that  received  grants  which 
included  a  sample  press  release.  Local  and  state  law 
enforcement  agencies  conducted  numerous  media  interviews 
throughout  die  campaigns. 

Incorporate  impaired  driving  educational  programs  into 
school  systems  and  businesses 

Numerous  school  presentations  were  made  during  F Y20 1 4 
by  many  different  partners,  as  well  as  the  distribution  of 
promotional/educational  items  at  schools  and  events. 

Continue  statewide  designated  driver  programs  which  stress 
alternatives  to  drinking  and  driving  (CHEERS  designated 

CHEERS  continues  to  expand  across  the  state  with 
approximately  300  bars  and  restaurants  promoting  the 

123 


driver  program) 

program  and  fte  designated  driver  program. 

The  "Choose  Your  Ride"  media  campaign  also  encourage 

safe  alternatives  to  drinking  and  driving. 

Educate  large  numbers  of  alcohol  servers  in  intervention 
techniques  utilizing  the  Server  Training  program  conducted 
by  the  Division  of  Alcohol  and  Tobacco  Control  and  through 
the  SMART  Web-based  server  training  program;  continue  to 
expand  and  promote  the  programs 

Continue  to  support  and  encourage  participation  in  the 
SMART  Web-based  server  training  program.  1 996 
establishments  are  currently  enrolled,  reaching  34,978 
individuals. 

Provide  support  for  the  MCRS  Impaired  Driving 
Subconrndttee  to  address  inqpabed  driving  crashes  and 
imderage  impaired  driving 

The  MCRS  Impaired  Driving  subcommittee  meets  several 
times  per  year.  The  subcommittee  is  comprised  of  several 
agencies/organizations  that  work  in  the  impaired  driving  area 
such  as  MADD,  Missouri  Office  of  Prosecution  Services, 
Department  of  Health  and  Senior  Services,  Revenue,  Public 
Safety,  Mental  Health  and  the  Office  of  State  Courts 
Administrator.  The  subcommittee  is  co-chaired  by  a  local 
prosecutor  and  a  Captdn  with  the  Missouri  State  Hig^iway 
Patrol.  THSD  staff  provides  support  and  coordination 
functions  for  the  subcommittee. 

Implement,  as  appropriate,  recommendations  i(tentified  in  the 
2008  Statewide  Impaired  Driviiig  Assessment 

The  assessment  report  is  on  file  in  the  OHS  and  was  used  in 
the  development  of  Missouri's  Impaired  Driving  Strategic 
plan,  which  was  finalized  and  printed  in  January  of  2010  and 
updated  in  August  of  201 3 . 

Work  with  the  MCRS  Inqpaired  Driving  Subcommittee  to 
implement  strategies  oudined  in  fbe  ImfMulred  Driving 
Strategic  Plan 

The  Impaired  Driving  Subcommittee  membos  provide 
technical  expertise  to  die  Department  of  Public  Safety  and 

many  legislators  across  the  state  during  the  legislative 
session.  In  addition,  many  strategies  are  piloted  in  local 
jurisdictions  and  brought  to  the  subcommittee  for  statewide 

expansion. 

Continue  support  for  youth  and  young  adult  prevention  and 
education  progrmns  including  Team  Spirit  Leadership 
Conlerence;  Team  Spirit  Reunion;  Think  First  Programs 
(School  Assembly  Programs,  Elementary  School  Curriculum, 
Young  Traffic  Offenders  Program);  university  level  Partners 
in  Prevention);  local  conoonunity  educational  programs 

Team  Spirit  Conferences,  Reunion  and  up  to  4  one-day  mini 
conferences  continue  to  be  implemented  across  tiie  state 
reaching  approximately  70  high  schools  annually. 
ThinkFirst  continues  to  excel  in  safety  education  efforts 
reaching  23,047  Missouri  students  1,381  Missouri  employees 
through  school  and  worksite/organization  presentations,  and 
185  high-risk  Missouri  drivers  through  the  Traffic  Offenders 
Program.  Other  programs,  such  as  Every  15  Minutes,  DWI 
docudramas.  Safe  Communities  programs,  CHEERS  and  the 
Batde  of  the  Belt  competition  continue  to  be  promoted  and 
conducted  statewide  with  great  success. 

Revise  and  reprint  impaired  driving  educatianal  materials  as 
needed;  expand  partnershqs  to  encourage  use  of  these 
materials  in  their  publications 

Impaired  driving  educational  materials  are  updated  on  a 
continuous  basis  as  needed.  New  partaerships  are  constantly 

sought  out  and  provided  with  the  educational  materials 
appropriate  for  their  audience.  In  addition,  the  MCRS 
website,  www.saveM01ives.com.  is  an  mvaluable  tool  for 
educating  the  public  about  traffic  safety  issues  and  providing 

resources. 

Develop  campaigns/materials  to  readi  targeted  hi^-risk 
groups 

High  risk  groups  such  as  teens  and  young  adults  in  their 
twenties  are  continually  targeted  m  campaigns  and  materials 
relating  to  alcohol  use  and  driving.  A  media  campaign  along 
with  an  enforcement  campaign  was  conducted  in  the  spring 
targeting  underage  drinking. 

Develop  materials  to  educate  legislators  about  alcohol  and 
other  drug-related  driving  issues 

The  OHS  provided  a  myriad  of  printed  materials  for 

legislators  during  the  legislative  session.  These  materials 
supported  efforts  to  pass  comprehensive  DWI  reform. 

Participate  in  inten^ency  committees  to  share  ideas,  avoid 

duplication  of  efforts,  and  maximize  resources  (MCRS  and 
the  MCRS  Impaired  Driving  Subcommittee,  Missouri 
Youth/Adult  Alliance,  Ptafaers  ia  Prevention) 

The  staff  in  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division 

regularly  attends  committee  and  subcommittee  meetings  to 
share  ideas  and  avoid  duplication  of  effort. 

Support  local  efforts  to  reduce  drinking  and  driving  - 
especially  underage  drinking  -  by  providing  technical 
assistance  to  develop  programs  such  as  DWI  docndramas  or 

The  Highway  Safety  Office  in  partnership  with  all  MoDOT 
regional  offices  and  the  Missouri  Coalition  for  Roadway 
safety  continue  to  provide  technical  assistance  to  schools  and 

Every  15  Minutes,  loaning  them  collateral  materials  to 
enhance  their  efforts  (Mai  vision  goggles,  videos, 
community  program  guides),  and  providing  speakers 

commumties  in  order  to  develop  and  conduct  programs 
addressing  impaired  driving  and  underage  drinking. 

Provide  Drug  Impairment  Training  for  Educational 
Professionals  across  llie  state 

HSO  provides  grant  funding  to  the  Missouri  Police  Chiefs 
Association  to  coominaie  uus  training.  MrL.A  conouciea  lu 

classes,  providing  training  to  288  law  enforcement  oflHcers 
and  educational  professionals  across  the  state. 

Organize  and/or  participate  in  press  events  imd  work  with 
media  outlets  across  the  state  to  promote  hi^way  safety 

initiatives 

Several  press  ecmferences  were  held  in  2014  with  the  help  of 
local  MoDOT  offices,  law  enforcement  agencies  and 
coalition  members. 

Strategies — Enforcement 

Identified 

Implemented 

Provide  funding  for  alcohol  saturation  enforcement  teams, 
DWI  Task  Forces,  sobriety  checkpoints,  quarterly  impaired 
driving  mobilizations,  overtime  salaries  for  Breath  Alcohol 
Testiniz  fBAT^  van  onerations  and  maintenance  for  BAT 
vans 

Increased  participation  is  promoted  during  the  scheduled 
annual  quarterly  statewide  impaired  driving  campaigns  as 
well  as  with  the  law  enforcement  agencies  that  receive  year 
round  DWI  enforcement  overtime  fimding  The  HSO 
continues  to  work  with  the  local  law  enforcement  in  the 
expansion  of  DWI  task  forces  throughout  the  state,  primarily 
for  increasing  the  number  of  sobriety  checkpoints  being 
conducted. 

Provide  equipment  to  enhance  enforcement  efforts  and 
appropriate  training  to  ensure  effective  use  of  this  equipment 
(e.g.,  breath  alcobol  testii^  histruments;  aiforcanent 
vehicles;  digital  in-car  video  cameras;  and  sobriety 

checkpoint  supplies) . 

The  following  equipment  was  provided  to  law  enforcement 
agencies  for  sobriety  checkpoints:  generators,  lighting,  flares, 
cones,  s^ns,  sti^dng,  safety  vests,  tint  meters  and  PBT's. 

Provide  training  on  detection  and  apprehension  of  impaired 
drivers  (e.g.,  standardized  field  sobriety  testing  (SFST), 
sobriety  checkpoint  supervisor  training,  courtroom 
testimony,  drug  recognition  experts  (DRE),  ARIDE,  and 
DWI  crash  investigation  techniques) 

During  this  fiscal  year  training  was  provided  through 
Missouri  Southern  State  University,  the  Missouri  Safety 
Center,  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol,  Dq>artmmt  of 
Revenue  and  the  Missouri  Oftice  of  Prosecutictn  Services.  A 
more  detailed  listing  of  the  training  is  included  as  part  of  this 
report 

Provide  supplies,  support,  and  training  for  DRJBs  andtiie 
DRE  recertification  training  to  ensure  continuity  of  the 
program 

OHS  provides  giant  ftmdiag  to  tihe  Missouri  State  Highway 
Patrol  and  the  Missouri  Safety  Center  to  provide  DRE 
training. 

Support  a  state  SFST/DRE  coordinator  who  will  woric  in 

cooperation  with  the  Impaired  Driving  Subcommittee  of  the 
MCRS  and  the  DRE/SFST  Advisory  Committee  in  order  to 
maintain  standardization  of  the  program 

The  SFST/DRE  Coordinator  is  a  regular  member  of  the 
Impaired  Driving  Subcommittee  of  the  MCRS  and  meets 
with  that  conmiittee  on  a  routme  basis.  The  coordinator  is 
also  a  member  of  tite  SFST/DRE  Oversi^t  Board  tiiat  meets 
four  times  a  year.  He  sends  out  notices  and  updates  as  needed 
and  when  appropriate.  He  maintains  an  email  list  of  both 
DRE  and  SFST  instruct(»s. 

Support  projects  designed  to  prevent  underage  alcohol 
purchase,  apprehend  minors  attempting  to  purchase  alcohol, 
and  provide  a  physical  enforcement/intervention  presence 
(e.g..  Server  Training,  Party  Patrol,  PIRE  law  enforcement 
training,  selective  enforcement,  compliance  checks,  and 
special  events) 

On-going  training  opportunities  for  professionals,  law 
enforcement  and  students  were  provided  that  addressed 
effective  environmental  management  strategies  for 
decreasing  the  abuse  of  alcohol  and  other  drugs  (m  canqnis 
and  in  tiie  commtmity,  preventing  alcohol  sales  to  intoxicated 
individuals  and  minors  and  preventing  impaired  driving. 
Traming  was  provided  by  the  contractors  who  are  well 
trained  in  law  and  law  enforcement,  and  flie  Partners  in 
Prevention  Coalition  for  law  enforcement  agencies. 

Incorporate,  as  appropriate,  recommendations  identified  in 
the  2008  Impaired  Driving  Assessment 

The  assessment  report  is  on  file  in  the  OHS  and  was  used  in 
the  development  of  Missouri's  Impaired  Driving  Strategic 

Plan,  which  was  finalized  and  printed  in  January  2010. 

Increase  participation  in  statewide  multi-jurisdiction 
mobilization  enforcement  efforts 

Increase  participation  is  promoted  during  Quarterly 
Statewide  DWI  campaigns  and  Occupant  Protection.  It  is 

also  heavily  promoted  during  the  natioml  campaigns  such  as 
"Drive  Sober  or  Get  Pulled  Over"  and  Click  it  or  Ticket. 

Support  selective  enforcement  efforts  to  address  young 
drinking  drivers  by  fimding  statewide  underage  drinking 

An  underage  drinking  and  driving  law  enforcement 
campaign  was  conducted  in  May  2014  with  157  agencies 

enforcemoit  invjects  and  trainmg 

participating  and  resulted  in  2 1 7  DWI,  36  MIP,  2  Zero 
Tolerance  and  1  Fake  ID  citations. 

Support  DWI  traffic  units  wMi  local  law  enfisn^ent 
agencies 

OHS  omtinues  to  support  DWI  imits  in  Boone  County, 

Columbia  P.D.,  Creve  Coeur  P.  D.,  Franklin  County,  Greene 
County,  Jackson  County,  Jefferson  County,  Joplin  P.D., 
Platte  County  and  St  Louis  County. 

Update  administrative  rules  for  the  ignition  interlock 
program  as  needed  to  insure  that  DWI  offenders  cannot 
operate  a  vehicle  while  intoxicated 

OHS  worked  with  the  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue, 
ignition  interlock  providers,  and  the  courts  to  determine  what 
changes  needed  to  be  made  to  the  administrative  rules  for  the 
ignition  interlock  program  since  passage  of  recent 
legislation.  The  rulemaking  process  was  completed  and  the 
final  rules  were  published  on  February  28, 2014. 

StratCKies— Prosecutioii/Adjudication 

Identified 

Implemented 

Provide  trainkg  forjudges,  prosecutors  and  law  enforcement 

personnel  on  local/national  DWI  issues  utilizing  the  expertise 
of  the  Missouri  Office  of  Prosecution  Services,  Department 
of  Revenue,  OfRce  of  State  Courts  Administrator,  and  die 
Department  of  Health  and  Senior  Services 

OHS  provides  grant  funding  to  die  DOR  for  law  enforcement 
seminars  that  are  held  across  the  state.  The  seminars  are  four 
hours  in  length  and  cover  a  variety  of  DWI  issues  including 
case  law,  legislation,  courtroom  testimony,  etc.  A  combined 
total  of  over  300  law  enforcement  officers,  judges  and  court 
personnel  attended  the  sessions. 

Provide  continued  funding  for  the  statewide  Traffic  Safety 
Resource  Prosecutor  whose  job  it  is  to  provide  training  and 
technical  support  for  prosecutors  in  Missouri 

The  Missouri  Office  of  Prosecution  Services  was  awarded  a 
grant  to  fund  a  Traffic  Safety  Resource  Prosecutor  in 
Missouri.  This  was  the  tenth  year  of  a  grant  originally 
awarded  in  October  2004.  A  comprehensive  training  program 
is  presented  annually,  geared  toward  prosecutors  and  law 
enforcement,  featuring  local  and  national  speakers,  fia 
addition,  the  TSRP  provides  technical  assistance  to  local 
prosecutors  in  the  area  of  DWI  prosecution. 

Coo&iue  to  provide  funding  for  the  MADD  Court 

Monitoring  project  in  selected  counties  and  municqMdities  in 
order  to  increase  conviction  rates 

The  MADD  Missouri  court  monitors  continue  to  work  vyith 
prosecutors  and  judges  across  tfae  state  to  improve  conviction 

rates  in  DWI  cases. 

Provide  equipment  and  training  to  enhance  die  DWI 

Tracking  System  (DWITS) 

Equipment  and  training  was  provided  during  the  fiscal  year. 

Provide  an  integrated  system,  a  web  link  and/or 
specificatiolK  to  local  law  enforcement  agencies  that  will 
allow  them  to  access  the  DWITS  and  enter  DWI  arrest 
information  that  can  be  tracked  through  prosecution  and 
sentencing 

Law  enforcement  agencies,  prosecuting  attorney  offices, 
courts  and  correctional  agencies  are  registered  users  of  the 
DWITS.  A  website  link  is  provided  to  diem  on  how  to  use 
the  system  once  registered. 

Continue  expansion  of  DWI  courts  throughout  the  state 

DWI  Courts  have  expanded  dramatically  in  the  last  two 
years,  increasing  to  19  stand-alone  county  programs  and  38 
adult  drug  court  programs  that  accept  DWI  offenders.  As  of 
June  30, 2014,  there  were  908  individuals  participating  in 
DWI  courts.  Thane  were  also  243  DWI  court  graduates  thus 
fer  in  Calendar  year  2014,  with  a  program  graduation  rate  of 
89  percent. 

Provide  fonding  for  an  additional  tran^pntadon  attmney  at 

the  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue  to  provide  legal 
representation  for  alcohol-related  license  appeals  to  Missouri 
appellate  courts 

The  Appeals  Attamey  conducted  extmsive  legal  research; 

drafted  court  briefs  and  other  pleadings;  and  presented  a 
number  of  oral  arguments  before  the  Missouri  Court  of 
Appeals  in  its  eastern,  western  and  southern  districts. 

Provide  funding  for  a  paralegal  position  in  the  legal  counsel's 
office  at  the  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue  whose 
dedicated  ftmction  will  be  to  serve  as  the  ignition  interlock 
Coordinator 

The  fiill-time  Paralegal  position  was  created  in  the  DOR, 
General  Counsel's  Office  to  review  and  monitor  alcohol- 
related  traffic  offenders.  The  position  has  enabled  the 
Department  to  provide  a  dedicated,  trained  legal  professional 
to  review  and  engage  in  ongoing  monitoring  of  all 
applications  by  repeat  alcohol  offenders  for  limited  driving 
privileges. 

Strategies—Technologies 


Continue  to  provide  DWITS  enhEuicements:  design 
specificalidns  for  program  linkages;  develop  reports  as 
needed  by  the  users;  conduct  training  for  users  of  the  system 

Within  DWITS  there  is  a  canned  statistical  report  for  users. 
Reports  are  provided  on  an  ad  hoc  basis. 

Support  the  efforts  of  the  Missouri  Safety  Center  Breath 
Alcohol  Instrument  Training  and  Repair  Laboratory  to 

calibrate  and  repair  breath  test  instruments  in  order  to 
improve  their  reliability,  and  reassign  instruments  as  needed 

The  Breath  Alcohol  Lab  continues  the  process  of 
reconditioning  and/or  rebuilding  older  breath  instruments  for 

local  law  enforcement  agencies  in  the  state.  Breath  Lab  Staff 
has  been  active  in  purchasing  and  placement  of  new  breath 
instruments  in  the  state. 

Seek  ways  to  expedite  processing  of  D WI  offenders 

The  Traffic  Safety  Resource  Prosecutor  programs  have  been 
offered  to  encourage  cooperation  between  law  enforcement, 
prosecutors  and  judges  to  streamline  the  process  for  warrants 
to  obtain  blood  samples  in  DWI  refusal  cases. 

Improve  the  process  ot  trackmg  DWl  otienders  who  have 
been  sanctioned  to  install  ignition  interlock  devices 

HSO  staff  work  with  partnering  agencies  such  as  DOR, 
OSCA  to  inqirove  ignition  interlock  use  and  offender 
compliance. 

Monitor  ignition  interlock  manufacturers/installers  for 
adherence  to  the  Breath  Alcohol  Ignition  Interlock  Device 
Program  guidelines  and  administrative  rules 

A  retired  law  enforcement  officer  serves  as  the  Ignition 
Interlock  Monitor  for  the  State.  Ninely  percent  of  the  ignition 
interlock  installation/service  centers  were  monitored  during 
this  grant  period.  The  centers  were  monitored  to  ensure 
compliance  with  the  state  guidelines.  In  addition,  the  ignition 
interlock  coordinator  conducted  field  tests  on  the  approved 
ignition  iotolodt  devices  ia  the  State  to  veri^  ^m^liance 
with  the  administrative  rules. 

DWI  TRACKING  SYSTEM 

The  DWI  Tracking  System,  a  major  component  of  Missouri's  use  of  transfer  funds,  has  resulted  in  the  ability  to  track  the  full  life 
cycle  of  a  DWI  event  and  identify  missing  reportable  infonnaticm.  The  s^t^  has  provided  information  on  both  criminal  and 
administrative  sanctions  imposed  for  DWI  violations,  as  well  as  treatment  program  participation  by  offenders.  Federal 
requirements  for  incentive  grant  funding  specify  that  DWI  incidents  must  be  tracked  from  arrest  through  adjudication.  For  each 
DWI  arrest,  it  should  be  possible  to  determine  if  charges  were  filed,  amended  or  nolle  prosequi.  When  charges  are  filed,  the 
dispositions  are  readily  available.  Once  the  full  life  cycle  of  DWI  events  are  recorded  in  the  repository,  mconsistencies  in  the 
process  of  enforcing  DWI  statutes  can  be  examined.  If  the  difference  between  fbc  number  of  arrests  and  number  of  convictions  is 
significant,  potential  causes  can  be  studied  and  remedies  implemented.  The  reporting  capabilities  of  the  new  system  include 
reporting  on  aggregated  DWI  data  by  specific  categories  such  as  geographic  locations,  demographic  groups,  and  sanctions 
imposed.  Additional  report  are  prodded  that  ideaa&fy  non-repoitiii^  agencies  and  information  missing  within  indivichia]  DWI 
incidents.  This  system  provides  Missouri  with  the  most  conqnehensive  infarmation  on  DWI  offender  records  ever  available.  The 
program  became  operational  in  February  of  2005. 


SOBRIETY  CHECKPOINTS 

Sobriety  Checkpoints  have  proven  their  worth  as  a  deterrent,  intervention,  apprehension,  and  public  avtweness  tool  in  the  DWI 
enforcement  arsenal.  For  this  reason,  a  state  must  have  a  statewide  sobriety  chec]q)oint  program  in  order  to  qualify  for  Section  4 1 0 
Alcohol  Incentive  grant  funds.  Utilizing  Section  4 1 0, 1 54  alcohol  mcentive  funds,  and  405d,  the  OHS  was  able  to  provide  funding 
to  support  checkpoints  through  1 08  local  law  enforcement  agencies  (and  the  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol).  It  is  inq)ortant  to 
note  that  other  law  enforcement  agencies  not  listed  below  may  also  be  conducting  sobriety  checkpoints. 


15. 

Caruthersville  Police  Department 

1. 

Arnold  Police  Department 

16. 

Charlack  Police  Department 

2. 

Barry  County  SherifPs  Office 

17. 

Chesterfield  Police  Department 

3. 

Bell  City  Police  Department 

18. 

Christian  County  Sheriffs  Office 

4. 

Bellefontaine  Neighbors  Police  Department 

19. 

Clark  County  Sheriffs  Office 

5. 

Belton  Police  Department 

20. 

Cleveland  Police  Department 

6. 

Bloomfield  Police  Department 

21. 

Cole  County  Sheriffs  Office 

7. 

Boone  County  Sheriffs  Office 

22. 

Columbia  Police  Department 

8. 

Breckenridge  Police  Department 

23. 

Cottleville  Police  Department 

9. 

Calverton  Park  Police  Department 

24. 

Creve  Coeur  Police  Department 

10. 

Camden  County  SherifPs  Office 

25. 

Cuba  Police  Department 

11. 

Cape  Girardeau  Sheriff's  Office 

26. 

Dallas  County  Sheriff's  OfiBce 

12. 

Cape  Girardeau  Police  Department 

27. 

Dexter  Police  Department 

13. 

Carterville  PoUce  Department 

28. 

Douglass  County  Slwriff  s  Office 

14. 

Carthage  Police  Dq)artment 

29. 

Duquesne  Police  Dqparbnent 
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30.  Eureka  Police  Department 

3 1 .  Farmington  Police  Department 

32.  Franklin  County  Sheriff  s  Office 

33.  Gladstone  Police  Department 

34.  Granby  Police  Department 

35.  Grandview  Police  Department 

36.  Greene  County  Sheriff's  Office 

37.  Hallsville  Police  Department 

38.  Harrisonville  Police  Department 

39.  Hartville  Police  Department 

40.  Hayti  Police  Department 

41.  Hazelwood  Police  Department 

42.  HoUister  Police  Department 

43.  Howell  County  Shoiffs  Office 

44.  Independence  Police  Department 

45.  Jackson  County  Sheriffs  Office 

46.  Jackson  Police  Department 

47.  Jasper  County  Sheriffs  Office 

48.  Jasper  Police  Department 

49.  Jefferson  County  Sheriffs  Office 

50.  Joplin  Police  Department 

51.  Kansas  City  Police  Department 

52.  Kennett  Police  Department 

53.  Lake  Ozark  Police  Department 

54.  Lake  St.  Louis  Police  Department 

55.  Lake  Winnebago  Police  Department 

56.  Lamar  Police  Department 

57.  Lawrence  County  Sheriffs  Office 

58.  Lebanon  Police  Department 

59.  Lees  Summit  Police  Department 

60.  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol 

61.  Moberly  Police  Department 

62.  Monett  Police  Department 

63.  Morgan  County  Sheriffs  Office 

64.  Mountain  View  Police  Department 

65.  Neosho  Police  Department 

66.  Nixa  Police  Department 

67.  O'Fallon  Police  Department 

68.  Olivette  Police  Department 

69.  Onmogo  Police  Departmoit 


70.  Osage  Beach  Department  of  Public  Safety 

7 1 .  Overland  Police  Department 

72.  OjsbIc  Police  Depffltment 

73.  Parma  Police  Department 

74.  Platte  County  SherifTs  Office 

75.  Pleasant  Valley  Police  Department 

76.  Potosi  Police  Department 

77.  Portageville  Police  Department 

78.  Raymore  Police  Department 

79.  Raytown  Police  Department 

80.  Republic  Police  Department 
8L  Rolla  Police  Department 

82.  Sarcoxie  Police  Department 

83.  Scott  City  Police  Department 

84.  Scott  County  Sheriff's  Office 

85.  Sedalia  Police  Department 

86.  Seneca  Police  Department 

87.  Sikeston  Department  of  Public  Safety 

88.  Silex  Police  Department 

89.  Smithville  Police  Department 

90.  Springfield  Police  Department 

91.  St.  Charles  City  Police  Department 

92.  St.  Charles  County  Sheriff's  Office 

93.  St.  John  Police  Department 

94.  St.  Joseph  Police  Department 

95.  St.  Louis  County  Police  Department 

96.  St.  Louis  Metro  Police  Department 

97.  St  Peters  Police  Department 

98.  St.  Robert  Police  Department 

99.  Stone  County  Sheriffs  Office 
100. Sugar  Creek  Police  Department 
lOl.SununersviUe  Police  Department 
102.Troy  Police  Department 
lOB.Velda  City  Police  Department 

104.  Vernon  County  Sheriffs  Office 

105.  Washington  County  Police  Department 

106.  Waynesville  Police  Department 

107.  Willow  Springs  Police  Department 

108.  Wright  County  Sheriffs  Office 
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PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Tlie  IVIissouri  Safety  Center  will  help  encourage  law  enforcement  agencies  to  participate  in  the  State's  DWI  enforcement 
and  special  mobilization  efforts.  This  will  be  accomplished  through  sub-award  grants  to  law  enforcement  agencies,  selected 
by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safefy  Division  at  MoDOT.  These  overtime  funds  will  be  used  to  encourage  law  enforcement 
agencies  to  increase  their  DWI  enforcement  efforts  during: 

-  Holiday  DWI  enforcement  campaign  (Dec,  2013), 

-  St.  Patrick's  Day  weekend  DWI  enforcement  campaign  (IVIarch,  2014), 

-  Youth  Alcohol  enforcement  campaign  (May.  2014), 

-  Fourth  of  July  enforcement  campaign  (July,  2014),  and 

-  "Drive  Sober  or  Get  Pulled  Over"  DWI  enforcement  campaign  (August  -  September,  2014). 

Other  enforcement  campaigns,  as  well  as  additional  agencies,  may  be  added  or  removed  based  on  available  funds  and 
gufdanee  from  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  at  MoDOT. 

Personnel:  The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  provide  one  full-time  Support  Staff,  Office  Professional  at  20%  of  total  salary  and 
fringe  or  $6,887.03  to  meet  the  goals  and  objectives  of  this  grant  (this  individual  manages  4  additional  enforcement  grants 
for  an  additional  $34,435.15  in  grant  contributions  covering  a  total  of  100%  salary). 

Upon  receipt  of  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  at  MoDOT  enforcement  database  which  includes  the  identified  law 
enforcement  agencies  and  their  individual  funding  amounts,  a  pre-post  news  release  and  the  enforcement  Informational 
letter  with  the  established  deadlines  for  submission,  the  Missouri  Safefy  Center  will: 

-  E-mail  invitations  and  sub-award  grant  contracts  to  all  designated  agencies, 

-  Either  by  phone  or  electronically  make  a  minimum  of  two  contacts  to  those  agencies  that  did  not  respond  by  the 
established  deadline  and  determine  their  participation  status,  and  inform  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  representative, 

-  E-mail  the  participation  and  informational  documents  to  law  enforcement  agencies  upon  receipt  of  their  signed  contracts 
indicating  their  desire  to  participate, 

-  Receive,  upon  completion  of  the  enforcement  effort,  the  agency  Manpower  Report  Form  indicating  the  number  of  officers 

and  hours  worked  for  reimbursement, 

-  Receive,  upon  completion  of  the  enforcement  effort,  departmental  documentation  for  verification  of  officer(s)  overtime 
payment, 

-  Make,  as  needed,  additional  contacts  to  those  agencies  that  have  not  submitted  their  Manpower  Report  Form  by  the 

established  deadline, 

-  Verify  the  participating  agency  has  submitted  their  Enforcement  Statistics  Reports  via  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety 
Division  Online  Mobilization  Reporting  system, 

-Verify  the  Manpower  Report  Fonn  and  requested  reimbursement  amounts  are  accurate  and  within  the  contract 

specifications,  approve,  and  process  for  payment, 

-  Submit  a  report  and  reimbursement  voucher  to  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  at  MoDOT  upon  completion  of  the 
enforcement  effort, 

-  Submit  back  to  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  the  updated  databases. 
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PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 


Alcohol  and  other  drugs  contribute  substantially  to  traffic  crashes  on  Missouri's  roads,  particularly  those  resulting  in  death  or 
disabling  injury.  From  2009  through  201 1 , 447,397  traffic  crashes  occurred  in  the  state.  Of  those,  0.5%  resulted  in  a  fatality 

and  3.2%  involved  someone  being  seriously  injured.  During  the  same  time  period,  there  were  21,947  traffic  crashes  where 
one  or  more  drivers  and/or  pedestrians  were  under  the  influence  of  intoxicants  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  investigating  officer 
their  intoxicated  condition  was  a  contributing  factor  to  the  crash.  In  these  crashes  where  drivers  or  pedestrians  were  impaired 
by  alcohol  or  other  drugs,  755  people  were  killed  and  another  3,051  were  seriously  injured.  It  also  is  Important  to  note  that 
Impaired  driving  is  under-reported  as  a  contributing  factor  in  traffic  crashes.  This  under-reporting  is  due  to  drivers  undergoing 
injuries  sustained  from  crashes  without  being  tested  for  blood  alcohol  content.  Also,  some  forms  of  drug  impairment  may  not 
be  apparent  to  officers  on  the  scene.  As  a  result,  it  is  an  even  greater  problem  than  these  statistics  would  indicate,  in 
addition,  87.3%  of  impaired  drivers  killed  also  failed  to  wear  a  safety  belt  further  compounding  the  problem  of  impaired 
driving. 

A  common  misconception  is  that  impaired  drivers  are  primarily  injuring  and  killing  themselves.  While  that  is  often  true,  a 
sut>stantial  number  of  people  killed  and  seriously  injured  in  these  crashes  were  not  Intoxicated.  Their  actions  in  these 
incidents  probably  did  not  contribute  to  the  cause  of  the  collision.  Of  the  755  people  killed  in  alcohol  and  other  drug-related 
traffic  crashes,  68.6%  were  the  impaired  driver/pedestrian  and  31.4%  were  some  other  involved  party.  Of  the  3,051  seriously 
injured,  60%  were  the  Impaired  drivers/pedestrians  while  40%  were  other  persons  in  the  incidents. 

Youth  make  up  a  significant  proportion  of  Impaired  drivers  of  motorized  vehicles  causing  traffic  crashes  on  Missouri 
roadways.  Of  the  21 ,674  impaired  driven  involved  in  traffte  (Tashee  during  2009-201 1,11 .8%  were  under  the  age  of  21  (in 
known  cases).  This  is  especially  significant  when  you  consider  it  is  illegal  for  someone  under  21  to  possess  or  consume 

alcohol  in  Missouri. 

In  2009-201 1,  a  total  of  656  impaired  drivers  were  involved  in  crashes  where  one  or  more  persons  were  killed.  In  known 
cases,  1 2.9%  of  these  drivers  were  under  the  age  of  21 .  A  total  of  95  persons  were  killed  in  traffic  crashes  invol>^ng  these 
young  drivers.  Of  those  persons  killed,  50.5%  were  the  underage  impaired  driver  and  49.5%  were  some  other  party  in  the 

crash. 

A  need  exists  to  assist  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  of  MoDOT  to  encourage  increased  law  enforcement 
participation  in  DWI  enforcement  and  specialized  mobilization  efforts.  Missouri's  Blueprint  to  Save  More  Lives  (2012-2016) 
established  "increase  law  enforcement  participation  in  driving  while  intoxicated  enforcement  and  specialized  mobilization 
efforts"  as  a  key  substance-impaired  driver  strategy. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Goal: 

The  goal  of  this  project  is  to  increase  law  enforcement  participation  in  Missouri  DWI  enforcement  campaigns  to  effectively 
deter,  identify,  arrest  and  adjudicate  alcohol  and  other  drug  Impaired  drivers. 

Objective: 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  provide  law  enforcement  agencies  with  overtime  funding  for  high  visibility  DWI  enforcement. 
These  resources  will  be  sub-awards  grants  to  law  enforcement  agencies  depending  on  need  and  demand  as  established  by 
the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  of  MoDQT. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1.  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contradf 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

■  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evatuattons  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  dass,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equqsment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 

documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

•  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

-  Other  (any  other  infonnation  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 


Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  spediically; 

■  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  ftind  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
Justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

Project  Annual  Report  Traffic  and  l-lighway  Safety  Division 
FY.2014 

Project  Numtren  14-154-AL-062 

FY'14  Annual  Report 
Project  Title:  Statewide  DWI  Enforcement 
Objectives  and  Results: 

Objective:  The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  provide  law  enforcement  agencies  with  overtime  funding  for  high  visibility  DWI 
enforcement.  These  resources  will  be  sub-awards  grants  to  law  enforcement  agencies  depending  on  need  and  demand  as 
established  by  the  Traffic  and  IHighway  Safety  Division  of  MoDOT. 

Results:  The  following  data  are  the  results  of  the  enforcement  efforts: 

Enforcement  conducted: 

Holiday  Enforcement,  Dec.  13,  2013  -  Jan.  2,  2014 
Total  agencies  responded  (out  of  212)  =  171  (81%) 
Total  participating  agencies  (out  of  212)  =  126  (60%) 
Total  paid  =  $44,492.07  ?  Total  hours  =  2130.1 
Total  hours  =  2130.1 
Total  officers=  301 

St  PaWck's  Enforcement,  March  14  - 17,  2014 
Total  agencies  responded  (out  of  184)  =  159  (87%) 
Total  agencies  responded  (out  of  184)  =  159  (87%) 

Total  participating  agencies  (out  of  184)  =  125  (68%) 
Total  paid  =  $46,001.02 
Total  hours  =  2,195.47 
Total  officers  =  317 

Youth  Alcohol  Enforcement,  May  1  - 12,  2014 
Total  agencies  responded  (out  of  184)  =  157  (86%) 
Total  participating  agencies  (out  of  184)  =  1 17  (64%) 
Total  paid  =  $43,753.00 
Total  hours  =  2,073.33 
Total  officers  =  283 

July  4th  Enforcement,  July  2  -  6, 2014 

Total  agencies  responded  (out  of  1 89)  = 
Total  agencies  responded  (out  of  189)  = 
Total  participating  agencies  (out  of  189) 
Total  paid  =  $43,045.09 
Total  hours  =  2033.37 
Total  officers  =  281 

Drive  Sober  or  Get  Pulled  Over  Enforcement,  Aug.  15  -  Sept  1. 2014 

Total  agencies  responded  (out  of  245)  =  173  (71%) 

Total  agencies  responded  (out  of  245)  =  173  (71%) ) 
Total  participating  agencies  (out  of  245)  =  119  (49%) 
Total  paid  =  $69,921.76 
Total  hours  =  2,867.97 
Total  officers  =  378 


157(83%) 
157  (83%) 
=  110(59%) 


DWI  Enforcement  Total  #  of  Agencies  Responded  (out  of  1014)  =  817  (81%) 
DWI  Enforcement  Total  #  of  Agencies  Participating  (out  of  1014)  =  597  (59%) 
DWI  Enforcement  Total  Grant  Money  =  $366,061.89 
DWI  Enforcement  Total  Amount  Paid  =  $247,212.94 
DWI  Enforcement  Total  Overtime  Hours  =  11,300.24 
DWI  Enforoement  Total  #  of  Officers  =  1 ,560 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$362,032.96  $256,042.40 

H8  CONTACT: 

Marcus  Holmes 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Safe  and  Sober  Prom  Night  was  started  in  Missouri  eight  years  ago  by  attorney  Kurt  Larson.  Larson,  who  had  teens  at 

home,  recognized  that  peer  pressure  and  decisions  teens  face  are  commonly  complicated  by  choices  about  alcohol  use. 
With  permission,  Larson  replicated  a  program  that  was  started  in  North  Carolina  known  as  Safe  and  Sober  Prom  Night.  As 
a  successful  attorney,  Larson  did  the  unthinkable.  He  asl^ed  his  friends  for  money  so  he  could  fund  the  start  of  a  program  to 
educate  teens  about  the  dangers  of  alcohol  and  impaired  driving,  specifically  targeting  prom  night.  He  made  a  large 
financial  investment  himself,  took  time  away  firom  his  law  practice  and  started  meeting  witti  schools  to  gauge  interest.  From 
the  first  year,  in  2005,  through  2012,  the  program  has  gained  support,  gamered  interest  and  grown  significantly. 

In  2010,  Larson  approached  Ram  Holt  and  Mercy  Hospital  about  expanding  their  existing  partnership  with  Safe  and  Sober. 
Both  Holt  and  Larson  had  visions  of  expansion  and  further  growth  for  the  program.  Both  recognized  the  need  to  target  teens 
year-nsund  with  a  Safe  and  Sober  lifestyle  message  Instead  of  focusing  on  one  night.  They  also  recognized  the  need  to 
educate  parents  and  middle  school  parents  to  create  a  culture  of  prevention  and  behavior  change  instead  of  stifling 
dangerous  and  risky  behavior  on  one  night  of  the  year. 

For  2  years,  Holt  and  Larson  planned  for  the  program  expansion  that  would  provide  this  education  throughout  the  entire 
school  year  on  a  statewide  basis.  They  held  focus  groups  with  teens,  teachers  and  parents;  developed  educational  material; 
developed  web  content;  sought  program  partners  and  studied  their  results. 

In  2013,  Holt  and  Larson  were  able  to  secure  a  grant  from  the  MoDOT  Highway  Safety  Division  to  fund  the  fficpanslon  of  the 
Safe  and  Sober  program.  The  Safe  and  Sober  program  has  now  been  made  available  to  every  high  school  in  the  state  of 
Missouri.  This  expansion  in  breadth  has  enabled  Safe  and  Sober  to  deliver  our  life  saving,  culture  changing  education  to 
over  66,000  of  our  state's  high  school  students  in  over  120  schools!  Thafs  more  students  in  one  year,  than  in  all  previous 
years  combined! 

The  following  plan  is  a  continuation  of  their  efforts. 

The  Rroject: 

Continue  the  Missouri  Safe  and  Sober  program  and  expand  participation  in  2013.  The  program  has  identified  three  key 
educational  elements  vital  to  changing  the  culture  of  underage  drinking  in  Missouri:  1)  middle  school  students,  2)  high 
school  students  and  3}  their  parents. 

Using  the  model  of  education  already  established  by  Safe  and  Sober,  this  project  will  create  a  new  student  video  and 
additional  educational  program  materials  for  a  more  thorough,  statewide  implementation  of  the  Safe  and  Sober  program. 
The  project  will  also  include  the  continuation  of  current  website  capabilities  and  improve  data  collection  for  the  middle 
school  component.  Schools  will  continue  to  register  online  as  a  Safe  and  Sober  School,  and  a  school  kit  containing 
instructions  and  all  materials  necessary  for  successful  program  implementation  will  be  mailed  to  the  school.  The  school  will 
also  have  access  to  ail  elements  of  this  program  via  wet>  portal.  The  program  will  continue  to  be  housed  on  the  existing 
Safe  and  Sober  website,  www.missourisafeandsober.com 

Safe  and  Sober  is  creating  a  culture  of  change.  To  be  successful,  it  is  advised  that  schools  implement  the  comprehensive 
program  that  includes  all  three  elements;  however,  the  program  is  flexible.  One,  some  or  all  aspects  of  this  program  can  be 
implemented  in  a  school.  Again,  the  best  results  will  come  when  all  three  components  are  used  together.  Holt,  Larson, 
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Peck,  their  staff,  an  unpaid  intern,  and  consultants  will  carry  out  ttiis  project. 

High  School: 

High  school  students  will  be  targeted  through  a  peer-led  education  campaign  that  uses  specific,  concise  video  components 
to  relay  the  real  life  experiences  and  consequences  of  underage  drinking  and  impaired  driving.  Existing  video  is  high  quality 
and  has  been  well  received;  therefore,  the  same  communication,  production  techniques,  and  messaging  will  be  used  in  the 
new  video.  It  is  important  that  the  project  continue  to  build  the  library  of  available  videos  for  the  schools  to  keep  the 
message  fresh,  the  students  engaged,  and  create  a  message  that  best  targets  their  audience.  A  school  club  or  group  within 
the  school,  with  advisor  support,  should  register  on  the  Safe  and  Sober  website  to  be  a  Safe  and  Sober  School.  After  the 
registration  process,  the  school  will  have  access  to  online  resources  and  will  receive  In  the  mail,  a  school  Kit  With 
instructions  and  materials  to  successfully  Implement  the  Safe  and  Sober  program.  The  school  can  make  the  Safe  and 
Sober  program  a  year-round  effort  or  limit  it  to  a  semester  project.  Students  will  encourage  others  to  live  a  Safe  and  Sober 
lifestyle. 

Besides  the  online  materials,  students  can  use  additional  materials  and  resouroes  to  build  their  education  campaign.  Guest 
speakers  and  the  use  of  outside  campaign  materials  are  encouraged.  As  part  of  the  program,  students  at  the  Safe  and 
Sober  School  will  be  asked  to  commit,  with  parental  support  to  a  Safe  and  Sober  Lifestyle.  A  variety  of  accountability 

choices  exist.  A  list  of  accountability  options  will  be  provided  to  the  school  and  the  school  will  determine  the  accountability 
tool.  One  option  includes  posting  the  names  of  students  who  have  made  the  commitment  in  a  visible  location  at  the  school. 

To  support  the  educational  efforts  of  the  high  school  students,  public  information  material  will  be  created  and  provided  in  an 
effort  to  reach  the  teens  away  from  school,  and  inform  the  general  public  and  parents  of  the  high  school  students. 

Middle/Junior  High  School: 

High  Schools  who  register  as  a  Safe  and  Sober  School  will  be  encouraged  to  implement  a  peer-led  middle  school  education 

program.  This  project  will  improve  upon  the  previous  year  middle  school  program  as  determined  during  the  evaluation 
phase.  Safe  and  Sober  will  continue  to  provide  program  materials  and  talking  points  for  the  high  school  students  who 
commit  to  the  Safe  and  Sober  Lifestyle,  so  they  can  share  their  commitment  in  middle  school  classrooms.  The  video 
components  targeting  high  school  students  can  also  be  used  for  the  middle  school  program.  It  is  important  for  high  school 
students  to  deliver  the  message  to  the  middle  school  students.  Many  middle  school  students  form  belief  systems  and  make 
decisions  based  on  the  behavior  of  their  peers  and  role  models.  This  component  is  a  vital  part  of  culture  change  because  it 
targets  the  youth  before  they  reach  high  school.  High  school  students  will  encourage  peers  to  make  the  Safe  and  Sober 
Lifestyle  Commitment,  just  as  the  high  school  program  does.  All  program  materials  will  be  provided  in  the  school  kit  and 
mailed  to  each  registered  school.  The  program  materials  are  housed  on  the  Safe  and  Sober  website  as  well. 

Parents/Guardians: 

The  parent  program  is  vital  to  creating  a  culture  of  change  in  our  students  and  communities.  Safe  and  Sober  will  create 
video,  public  service  announcements  (PSAs),  and  educational  material  that  target  parente  about  the  dangers  of  underage 
drinking  and  impaired  driving.  Schools  who  register  to  be  a  Safe  and  Sober  school  will  be  encouraged  to  share  the 
presentation  video  at  parent  meetings.  These  schools  will  also  be  encouraged  to  send  educational  materials  to  parents  via 

e-mail  or  the  sctiool  website  and  to  share  the  public  information  materials  with  their  local  media.  Schools  will  also  be 
encouraged  to  share  the  information  at  school  events.  Every  student  in  our  focus  groups,  who  does  not  consume  alcohol, 
lists  their  parent  as  the  reason  they  decided  to  abstain  from  alcohol,  which  makes  this  portion  of  the  program  a  vital 
component  as  well.  The  program  materials  will  be  provided  in  the  school  kit  mailed  to  each  registered  school.  The  program 

materials  are  housed  on  the  Safe  and  Sober  website  as  well. 

Missouri  Safe  and  Sober  will  also  continue  to  engage  parents  and  the  public  through  traditional  and  social  media 
campaigns.  Tfie  pnsvious  year  television  media  buy  was  a  great  success  and  our  PSA  was  very  well  received.  We  were 
able  to  reach  1,367,905  people  an  average  of  5  times  during  the  campaign  for  a  total  of  7,113,107  views!  It  is  our  goal  to 
improve  our  reach  beyond  the  five  major  markets  to  areas  not  previously  accessed.  This  project  will  also  continue  to  provide 
education  to  the  community  through  new  video  created  and  made  available  for  PSAs  and  online  web  ads,  in  order  to  grow 
our  library  of  available  tools.  Safe  and  Sober  will  also  continue  the  use  of  previously  created  video  and  PSAs  to  achieve  this 
goal. 

The  public  has  responded  well  to  our  outreach  campaign  and  they  have  encouraged  their  schools  to  participate  in  the 
program.  Social  media  has  also  been  an  effective  tool,  in  fact,  we  have  had  interest  in  our  program  from  other  states.  This 
project  seeks  to  improve  the  efficacy  of  social  media  marketing  in  the  upcoming  program  year. 

Timeline: 

Phase  1:  Planning  and  Recruitment;  3  months  August  2013-January  2014 

-  Analyze  information  collected  during  Evaluation  phase 

-  Update  school  contact  information 

-  Update  program  materials:  videos,  talking  points,  pledge  cards,  parent  cards,  campaign  promotion  ideas  and  materials, 


how-to  guide  and  talking  points. 

-  Initiate  traditional  and  online/soiaal  media  campaigns  for  issue  awareness  and  recruitment 

-  Improve  and  update  online  reporting  system 

-  Update  existing  website 

-  EnaJtB^ge  participating  schools  to  implement  parent  program  during  orientations 

-  Encourage  past  participants  to  deliver  education  to  middle  schools  during  Red  Ribbon  Weel< 

Phase  2:  Implementation/Action  Plan;  7  months  February  2014-Sustained 

-  Mail  school  kits  containing  program  materials 

-  Follow  up  with  registered  schools  to  answer  questions/aid  implementation 

-  Launch  updated  program 

-  Maintain  online  reporting  system 

-  Maintain  website 

Phase  3:  Evaluation;  2  months  June  through  August  2014 

-  Participant  feedbacl<,  results 

-  Replication  -  results  sharing  with  other  schools  and  states. 
PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Underage  drinking  presents  an  enormous  public  health  problem  in  Missouri.  Young  drivers  were  involved  in  31,507  crashes 
in  201 1 ,  and  over  19%  of  young  driver  fatality  crashes  involved  drinking.  In  addition  to  these  preventable  vehicular  crashes, 
alcohol  remains  the  drug  of  choice  among  children  and  adolescents,  with  more  than  33%  of  Missouri  youth  aged  12  to  20 
using  alcohol,  and  one  in  four  youth  beginning  use  of  alcohol  by  age  12. 

Research  indicates  that  underage  expenmentation  with  alcohol  is  a  strong  predictor  of  alcohol  dependence  later  in  life.  Youth 
who  begin  drinking  before  age  15  are  four  times  more  likely  to  develop  alcohol  dependence,  and  are  two  and  a  half  times 
more  likely  to  become  abusers  of  alcohol,  compared  to  those  who  begin  drinking  at  age  21 .  Each  day  that  we  postpone  a 
child's  first  drink  will  improve  highway  safety  by  reducing  the  number  of  future  impaired  drivers  on  Missouri  roads.  And  each 
day  that  we  postpone  a  child's  firat  (Wnk,  we  will  improve  their  chances  of  living  a  life  free  of  addiction  and  help  them  avoid 
the  myriad  of  societal  problems  that  accompany  addiction. 

Adults  are  a  big  part  of  the  problem,  and  the  solution.  Accortling  to  ftm  tatest  information  from  the  Substan?^  Abuse  and 
Mental  Health  Services  Administration  (SAMHSA),  26%  percent  of  all  teen  drinkers  get  their  alcohol  frcHti  8  pirent  or  adult 
family  member,  and  more  than  50%  of  teens  who  drink  are  getting  their  alcohol  from  adults.  Th6  rtile  6f  a  parent,  and  ethei" 
adult  role  models,  in  preventing  underage  drinking  cannot  be  overstated.  Three  out  of  four  youth  say  their  parents  remain 
their  leading  influence  on  their  decisions  about  drinking.  An  evaluation  of  STARS  data  from  the  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol 
shows  the  fatalities  and  injuries  related  to  alcohol  impairment  begins  in  youth  and  peaks  in  adulthood. 

See  attachments: 

Figure  A:  STARS  graphical  representation  of  Missouri  crashes  involving  alcohol  that  resulted  in  serious  injury. 

Figure  B:  STARS  graphical  representation  of  Missouri  crashes  involving  alcohol  that  resulted  in  fatality. 

Missouri  Safe  and  Sober  is  specifically  designed  to  educate  students  and  their  parents/guardians,  throughout  the  year  about 
the  dangers  of  underage  alcohol  use.  By  providing  a  platform  for  the  conversation  about  alcohol  use.  Safe  and  Sober 
creates  the  opportunity  for  parents  to  communicate  with  their  youth  about  correct  behavior.  The  Safe  and  Sober  program 
initiates  this  dialog  in  middle  school,  before  the  onset  of  alcohol  use.  In  order  to  change  student  behavior,  their  environment 

must  be  reshaped,  and  the  attitudes  and  behavior  of  adults  and  institutions  around  them  must  support  appropriate  decisions. 
Comprehensive  programs  like  Missouri  Safe  and  Sober  that  facilitate  change  in  the  environment  in  which  we  make  decisions 
offer  the  greatest  probability  of  success. 

Sources 

2010  Missouri  Traffic  Safety  Compendium,  Missouri  Youth  Driver  Crashes  by  type  of  circumstance 

Center  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention  (CDC);  and,  Pemberton,  M.  R.,  Colliver,  J.  D.,  Robbins,  T.  M.,  &  Groerer,  J.  C. 

(2008). 

Underage  alcohol  use:  Findings  from  the  2002-2006  National  Surveys  on  Drug  Use  and  Health  (DHHS  Publication  No.  SMA 
08-4333,  Analytic  Series  A-30).  Rockville,  MD:  Substance  Abuse  and  Mental  Health  Services  Administration,  Office  of 

Applied  Studies. 

Spear,  L.  Alcohol's  effects  on  adolescents.  Alcohol  Research  and  Health.  Vol.  236(4),  287-291 .  (2002) 

Grant,  B.F.  &  Dawson,  D.A.  Age  at  onset  of  alcohol  use  and  its  association  with  the  DSM-IV  alcohol  abuse  and  dependence: 
Results  from  the  national  Longitudinal  Epidemiological  Survey.  Journal  of  Substance  Abuse  9:103-1 10  (1997) 


SuMince  Abuse  and  Mental  Health  Services  Administration  (SAMHSA)  National  Survey  on 
Drug  Use  and  Health 

MADD,  Power  of  Parents  handbook  (2012). 

National  Highway  Transportation  Safety  Administration  (NHTSA)  online  Community  How  To  Guide  (2012). 

STARS  Online  Analysis-  Missouri  State  Higtiway  Patrol  www.mshp.clps.missouri.gov 

Community  Needs  Assessment  -  Community  Partnership 
GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Ultimate  Outcome:  Educate  Missouri  youth  and  parents  on  the  dangers  of  underage  drini<jng  and  drunl^  driving  in  an  effort  to 
reduce  the  incidence  of  IVIissouri  youth  who:  1 )  drink  underage  or  2)  who  drink  and  drive. 

Goal  1.  Continue  to  offer  the  Safe  and  Sober  program  to  schools  statewide.  By  continuing  statewide  expansion,  the  program 
can  reach  beyond  the  schools  in  Missouri  who  participated  In  2013. 

Objective  A.  By  February  2014,  promote  the  web-based  safe  and  sober  program,  to  Missouri  schools  that  participated  in  the 
program  the  previous  year. 

Objective  B.  By  February  2014,  Provide  resources  necessary  for  schools  to  completely  implement  this  educational, 
peer-to-peer  campaign  in  their  school.  This  includes  a  fresh  assembly  video,  pledge  cards,  incentive  items,  parent  cards, 
educational  activity  log,  campaign  promotion  ideas,  media  material  including  PSA's  and  talking  points. 

Goal  2.  Increase  parent  awareness  of  the  issues  of  underage  drinking. 

Objective  C.  By  February  2014,  promote  content  that  facilitates  underage  drinking  prevention  education  for  parents. 
Objective  D.  By  January  2014,  provide  new  PSA  targeting  parents. 

Objective  E.  By  January  2014,  provide  educational  material  (Including  talking  points  and  video)  that  can  be  shared  by 
educators  in  parent  meetings  (freshman  orientation,  scheduling  meetings)  at  schools  to  raise  awareness  of  the  issues  of 
underage  drinking  and  drunk  driving. 

Goal  3.  Improve  the  peer-led  educational  program  targeting  middle  school  students  that  is  provided  by  high  school  students. 
The  program  emphasizes  the  safe  and  sober  lifestyle  as  a  social  norm. 

Objective  F.  By  February  2014,  provide  a  program  outline  and  how-to  guide  for  high  school  students  who  take  the  pledge  to 
exemplify  leadership  and  reach  out  to  middle  schools  in  their  district  to  sharing  their  safe  and  sober  life  decision  with  middle 
school  students. 

Objective  G.  By  February  2014,  provide  a  presentation  outline  and  questionnaire  to  guide  the  high  school  student  in  crafting 

the  safe  and  sober  message  for  middle  school  students. 

Objective  H.  By  February  2014,  provide  the  participating  middle  schools  with  printable  pledge  cards  for  their  students, 
available  through  the  website. 

Goal  4.  Update  and  maintain  an  online  reporting  system  to  track  the  program  though  the  existing  website. 

Objective  I.  By  January  2014,  create  and  implement  the  improved  components  of  the  website  to  be  detennined  after 
completion  of  the  2013  program. 

Objective  J.  Update  and  improve  the  web  based  reporting  and  tracking  system  for  schools  to  record  their  participation, 
assembly  dates,  educationall  campaign  components  and  results,  pledge  rates  and  share  best  practices,  as  determined  after 
completion  of  the  2013  program. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (I.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 
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3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

•  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

•  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

•  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  inforrnation  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  sueeess  of  Ihis  "fype  of  activity  In  general  and  this  parBbalar  project  specifically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 
■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

*Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

Safe  and  Sober  had  a  record  amount  of  participation  and  engagement  in  fiscal  year  2014.  Through  the  generous  grant  from 
MoDOT,  and  other  private  donations,  we  have  been  able  to  make  a  great  impact  in  the  state  of  Missouri.  Even  though  we 
cannot  be  present  in  each  school  as  the  program  is  implemented,  the  schools  remind  us  that  this  education  is  maklhg  a 
difference.  The  powerful  program  is  getting  through  to  Missouri  teens  and  their  parents.  A  few  testimonials  from  this  year: 

"We  chose  to  use  Safe  and  Sober  because  it  has  been  proven  to  be  an  effective  program  to  use  to  bring  schools,  parents 
and  students  together  in  the  fight  against  underage  drinking."  -  Mickee  Anderson,  Counselor  at  South  Iron  R-1 

"Our  Safe  and  Sober  assembly  and  video  made  an  impact  on  our  student  body."  -  Teresa  Nash,  Principal  at  Ava  High  School 

"The  program  helped  inform  our  students  about  the  harmful  effects  of  alcohol  and  the  consequences  that  often  come  from  its 
misuse  ...  This  program  helped  contribute  to  the  fact  that  none  of  our  students  were  involved  in  alcohol-related  incidents  for 
prom  or  end-of-the  year  activities."  -  Brian  Smith,  Principal  at  Orchard  Farm  High  School 

All  strategies  implemented 

1 .  We  provided  the  necessary  resources  schools  needed  to  take  this  program  into  thelrsehools.  First,  we  did  fhisihrough  the 
creation  of  brand-new  student  video  to  use  in  assemblies.  We  refreshed  our  content  by  adding  new  stories  and  transition 
pieces.  Secondly,  we  updated  all  of  our  existing  print  materials  to  make  instructions  clearer.  Third,  we  produced,  packaged 
and  mailed  school  kits  to  all  participating  high  schools.  Our  goal  was  to  make  this  program  as  simple  as  possible  for  these 
schools  to  use. 

2.  Safe  and  Sober  attended  several  conferences  and  conventions  to  spread  the  message  of  the  program  and  to  speak  about 
the  dangers  of  drinking  and  driving  and  underage  drinking  to  students,  parents,  school  administrators,  teachers  and  law 
enforcement.  The  following  is  a  list  of  the  conferences  or  events  we  attended  or  presented  at  this  year: 

Oct.  19,  201 3  -  Missouri  Parent  Teacher  Association  Conference 

Feb.  21,  2014  -  Missouri  Association  of  Rural  Education  Conference 

March  22,  2014  -  Safe  and  Sound  Convention 

June  19-21,  2014  -  Missouri  Association  of  Trial  Attorneys  Conference 

June  23, 2014  -  Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Law  Enforcement  Combined  Conference 

July  16, 12014  -  Law  Enforcement  Traffic  Safety  Advisory  Council  Conference 

July  21,  2014  -  Team  Spirit  Conference 

July  29,  2014  -  RADAR  (Responding  Appropriately  to  Drug  and  Alcohol  Referrals)  Speakers  Bureau 
Sept  25, 2014  -  Northland  Youth  Leadership  Summit 
Sept.  29  -  Oct.  1  -  Blueprint  Conference 

3.  As  students  statewide  participated  in  our  program,  we  simultaneously  targeted  their  parents  in  a  few  ways.  Beginning  in 
late  February  and  ending  in  May,  we  aired  two  thirty-second  PSAs  targeted  for  parents  in  all  major  Missouri  broadcast  TV 
rrrarkete,  We  also  had  a  ftfteen  second  PSA  that  was  used  for  an  advanced  retargeting  campaign.  Third,  we  utilized  banner 
ads  to  direct  parents  to  our  website. 

4.  We  improved  our  website  in  multiple  ways  this  year.  In  the  first  quarter  we  improved  the  site's  school  reporting 
functionality.  In  the  fourth  quarter  we  launched  our  website  refresh.  This  website  refresh  was  done  to  accommodate  devices 


that  many  school  leaders  and  students  utilize  such  as  tablets  and  smart  phones.  We  wanted  to  malce  sure  that  new  content, 
graphics  and  page  layout  now  speaks  to  our  teachers  and  school  administration  in  the  most  effective  way  possible.  In  the 
fourth  quarter  we  also  improved  our  registration  baclt-end  again  to  ensure  that  schools  can  register  and  report  easily. 

5.  We  evaluated  our  program  success  in  the  summer  by  sending  out  an  online  survey  to  all  of  our  participating  schools  and 
by  holding  a  focus  group  with  a  few  high  school  students.  Forty-two  schools  responded  to  the  online  survey  and  overall 
comments  were  positive  regarding  our  program  and  corttent.  Four  students  attended  the  focus  group  and  gave  insight  into 

what  they  liked  and  did  not  like  about  the  student  video  we  produced  this  year.  We  are  considering  the  comments  ftom  iKJth 
the  administrators  and  students  as  we  plan  to  create  our  new  high  school  video  and  program  content. 

6.  We  improved  the  peer-led  educational  program  that  targets  nfiiddle  school  students  by  producing  a  peer-led  discussion 
guide  for  high  school  students  to  use  in  their  presentations  to  middle  school  students.  We  also  worked  on  producing  and 
filming  a  brand-new  middle  school  video  that  is  designed  speciflcaliy  to  ease  and  calm  middle  school  students'  nervousness 

about  entering  high  school. 

Results/Outcomes 

1 .  We  were  able  to  continue  to  offiar  the  Safis  and  Sober  program  to  schools  statewide.  We  reached  our  goat  of  continuing 
statewide  expansion  as  we  went  from  157  schools  in  2013  to  189  schools  In  the  2014. 

2.  We  reached  more  than  76,400  high  students  In  addition  to  reaching  middle  school  students  and  parents. 

3.  Our  targeted  parent  campaign  raised  parents'  awareness  of  the  issues  of  underage  drinking.  Our  parent  TV  PSA  reached 
approximately  1.6  million  viewers.  Our  15  second  online  PSA  had  approximately  260,000  impressions,  as  well  as  over  1.16 
million  digital  banner  ad  impressions  during  the  same  time  span.  Both  the  PSA  and  the  Banner  Ads  were  designed  to  boost 
awaren^,  but  also  generated  a  number  of  website  Intenactions.  Our  website  traffic  for  the  first  5  months  of  the  year  was  up 
over  230%  from  the  previous  5  months,  as  well  as  having  over  14,000  views  on  our  YouTube  channel. 

Extenuating  Circumstances 

Overall  we  had  a  successful  year.  The  thing  that  stunted  our  active  participation  the  most  was  the  weather.  Unfortunately 
many  of  our  participating  schools  had  several  snow  and  Ice  days  which  delayed  their  assemblies  and  held  up  our 

communication.  While  we  still  know  they  received  the  education  and  participated  in  some  way,  the  weather  Inhibited  us  from 

seeing  the  pledge  rates  we  would  have  wanted  to  see. 

Additionally  we  operated  completely  with  volunteers  during  the  program  implementation  phase  of  Safe  and  Sober.  Many 
schools  did  not  report  back  their  numbers  or  plec^e  rates.  Since  we  only  had  volunteers  we  did  not  have  the  time  to  follow  up 

with  each  and  every  school  that  did  not  account  for  how  many  students  signed  their  pledge  cards.  Next  year  we  hope  to  have 
more  schools  report  their  numbers,  especially  since  we  have  the  addition  of  a  full-time  employee  in  the  fiscal  year  2015.  Safe 
and  Sober  Inc.  is  a  501  (c)(3)  organization,  and  all  donations  are  tax  exempt  in  accorelance  with  the  law. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$188,000.00  $187,815.43 

HS  CONTACT: 
Carrie  Wolken 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 


138 


MISSOURI 


Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


Youth  Alcohol 


14-M5HVE-03-010 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


03 


195.675 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Urban 


Youth 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Jefferson  County  Sheriff's  OfHce 


Lt.  David  Marshak 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

The  Jefferson  County  Sheriffs  Office  will  schedule  overtime  enforcement  for  deputies  to  focus  on  youth  alcohol  violations. 
This  will  Include  traffic  enforcement,  party  patrols,  disturbance  calls  and  compliance  checits. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Youth  make  up  a  significant  proportion  of  impaired  drivers  of  motorized  vehicles  causing  traffic  crashes  on  Missouri 
roadways.  Of  the  21 ,674  Impaired  drivers  who  caused  traffic  crashes  during  2009-201 1,11 .8%  were  under  the  age  of  21  (in 
Itnown  cases).  This  is  especially  significant  when  you  consider  it  is  illegal  for  someone  under  21  to  possess  or  consume 

alcohol  in  Missouri. 

In  2009-2011,  a  total  of  656  impaired  drivers  were  involved  in  crashes  where  one  or  more  persons  were  killed,  in  known 
cases,  12.9%  of  these  drivers  were  under  the  age  of  21 .  A  total  of  95  persons  were  killed  in  traffic  crashes  involving  these 
young  impaired  drivers.  Of  those  persons  killed,  50.5%  were  the  underage  impaired  driver  and  49.5%  were  some  other  party 
in  the  crash. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 
Goal: 

To  decrease  fatalities  involving  impaired  drivers  under  the  age  of  21  years  by  2  percent  annually  to: 


Objectives: 

1.  Participate  in  the  National  Impaired  Driving  Crackdown  campaign 

2.  Participate  in  the  quarterly  impaired  driving  enforcement  campaigns 

3.  Develop  and  implement  a  high  visibility  DWI  enforcement  plan  focused  on  drivers  ages  15  through  20  years  old 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  pnsject.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Law  enforcement  compliance  with  state  UCR,  Racial  Profiling,  and  STARS  reporting  requirements  (law  enforcement 
contracts  only) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

3.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarteriy,  semi-annual)  as  required 

4.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

5.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

6.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

•  Enforcement  activities  (planned  activities  compared  with  actual  activities) 

•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  infonnation) 


33  by  2012 
33  by  2013 
32  by  2014 
31  by  2015 
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-  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  vsb) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  reieases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materiais  produced  or 

purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

7.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  wiii  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 

justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

Due  to  exhausting  the  remaining  Section  410  grant  funding,  this  project  was  created  under  Section  405(d)  funding  and  is  a 
continuation  from  project  14-K8-03-036.  Combined,  the  Jefferson  County  Sheriffs  Office  expended  a  total  of  $178,069.74  in 
grant  funding  to  combat  youth  alcohol  violations.  Enforcement  included  general  traffic  enforcement  centered  around  youth 
activities,  compliance  checi^,  party  patrols  and  disturbance  calls.  The  number  of  calls  are  as  follows: 


-Party  Calls  219 

-Disturbances  121 

-Compliance  Checks  44 

-Contacts  4,062 


In  addition  to  these  statistics,  273  standardized  field  sobriety  tests  were  conducted.  Thirteen  arrests  were  made  for  DWI 
(alcohol),  along  with  261  HMV  citations  (479  warnings)  and  590  non-HMV  citations  (78  warnings)  issued.  A  total  of  925 
vehicle  stops  were  made  with  4,528  deputy  overtime  hours  worked. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AIMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$17,969.66  $17,839.40 

HS  CONTACT: 

Scott  Jones 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE: 

Impaired  Driving  Paid  Media  Campaigns 

PROGRAM  AREA: 

AL 

TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 

Statewide 
AGENCY  NAME: 

Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Provide  paid  media. 

Media  will  include  television,  radio,  digital,  online,  social  media,  and  print. 
PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 
Too  many  impaired  driving  fatalities. 
GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Raise  awareness  and  educate  the  public  about  the  penis  of  impaired  driving. 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (I.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

'  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

'  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

•  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 

purchased) 

Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 
■  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

•  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

"Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

The  above  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 
RESULTS: 

Paid  media  covered  four  quarterly  campaigns  and  the  annual  Drive  Sober  or  Get  Pulled  Over  campaign. 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 

14-154-AL-102 
JURISDICTION  SIZE: 

5,700,000 

TARGETED  POPULATION: 

All  Dnvers 

AGENCY  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Kelly  Martin 


FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$505,000.00  $473,677.49 

HS  CONTACT: 

Kelly  Jackson 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  TITLE:  PROJECT  NUMBER: 

Attorney  and  Legal  Assistant  14-1 54-AL-065 

PROGRAM  AREA:  JURISDICTION  SIZE: 

AL  6,000,000 

TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION:  TARGETED  POPULATION: 

Statewide  Impaired  Drivers 

AGENCY  NAIME:  AGENCY  CONTACT: 

MO  Dept.  of  Revenue  Mr.  Ciiarles  Gooch 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

The  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue  will: 

Employ  one  (1)  FIE  Appellate  Counsel  in  the  General  Counsel's  Office,  Transportation  Section,  under  the  direct 
supervision  of  the  Managing  Counsel,  at  its  Jeflierson  City  office.  The  Appellate  Counsel  is  to  be  exclusively  assigned  case 
files  involving  intoxication-related  license  actions  on  appeal  witii  tiie  Missouri  appellate  courts,  and  to  work  as  Department 
liaison  to  the  Office  of  the  Attorney  General  for  appellate  cases,  and  as  a  trainer  for  Department  attomeys. 

Employ  one  (1)  FIE  Legal  Assistant/Paralegal  in  the  General  Counsel's  Office,  Transportation  Section,  under  the  direct 
supervision  of  the  iVIanaging  Counsel,  at  its  Jefferson  City  office.  The  Legal  Assistant/Paralegal  would  be  assigned 
responsibility  for  all  section  577.041 ,  RSMo  Chemical  Refusal  appeal  cases  handled  by  local  prosecuting  attorneys, 
statewide.  The  employee  would  process  petitions  and  stay  orders  as  served  on  the  Department;  prepare  correspondence 
to  local  prosecutors;  send  certified  records  consisting  of  the  arrest  report  of  the  ofH^and  attachments;  and  monitor  the 
cases  statewide,  through  final  disposition  by  the  court.  The  Legal  Assistant/Paral^al  vrauld  further  oommunicate  with  local 
prosecuting  attorney  offices  and  court  personnel,  and  advise  the  Department's  Drivers  Ucense  Bureau  upon  disposition. 
The  employee  would  further  compile  statistical  data  on  all  chemical  refusal  cases,  and  promote  strict  prosecution  standards 
for  repeat  offenders  and  ignition  interlock  requirements.  The  Legal  Assistant/Paralegal  would  further  conduct  extensive 
background  checks  for  all  applicants  reinstatement  on  section  302.060.1(9)  ten-year  license  denial  reinstatement,  and  for 
section  302.309.3  limited  driving  privileges,  with  special  emphasis  on  those  subject  to  five-  and  ten-year  license  denials,  and 
offenders  enrolled  in  certified  DWI  Court  programs  statewide.  This  employee  would  atso  serve  as  Ignition  Interlodc  DeM'ce 
(HQ)  Coordinator  for  the  Department  to  monitor  those  offenders  required  to  maintain  proof  of  installation  of  an  IID  for  either 
limited  privileges  or  license  reinstatement 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Department  of  Revenue,  General  CounsePs  Office,  Transportation  Unit  attorneys  preside  at  administrative  alcohol  hearings 

(Sections  302.500  -  302.540,  RSMo)  and  also  prosecute  alcohol  and  drug-related  license  suspension  and  revocation  cases 
statewide  (Section  302.31 1 ,  RSMo,  for  alcohol-related  point  suspension  and  revocation  appeals;  Section  577.041 ,  RSMo, 
"refusal"  appeals;  Section  302.060,  RSMo,  five  and  ten-year  multiple  DWI  license  denial  appeals,  etc.). 

Due  to  ongoing  budget  restraints,  there  exists  a  lack  of  Department  funding  available  to  permit  Department  attomeys  to 
attend  specialized  training  on  impaired  driving  prosecution  techniques.  The  need  for  this  specialized  training  is  ongoing  given 
the  dynamic  nature  of  developments  in  DWI  and  related  motor  vehicle  case  law  as  well  as  the  continual  revision  of  statutory 
and  regulatory  provisions.  Further,  as  administrative  alcohol  hearings  and  court  cases  are  dependent  upon  the  admission  of 
breath  or  blood  test  results,  Department  attorneys  who  hear  and  prosecute  these  cases  require  special  knowledge  in  the 
areas  of  breath  and  blood  testing  and  the  related  scientific  fields  of  toxicology  and  pharmacology. 

Further,  the  growth  in  DWI  Courts  during  fiscal  year  2012  has  created  an  expanding  class  of  individuals  now  eligible  for 
limited  driving  privileges  that  were  previously  ineligible.  This  new  class  includes  repeat  offenders,  primarily  five-  and  ten-year 

denial  drivers,  who  have  demonstrated  a  propensil^to  consistently  pose  the  greatest  risk  to  the  public  safety.  The  granting  of 
limited  privileges  to  these  drivers  requires  a  considerable  increase  in  background  investigation  and  monitoring  by  Department 
attorneys  and  staff  to  ensure  tliat  these  offenders  comply  with  the  requirements  for  legal  licensure  under  the  DWI  court 
program  requirements  and  for  financial  responsibility  and  ignition  interlock  Installation  as  well.  Over  the  past  year,  the  total 
number  of  approved  DWI  Courts  has  greatly  increased  and  these  courts  are  now  found  in  37  circuit  courts  within  23  judicial 
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circuits  statewide. 


There  is  also  a  great  need  for  consistent,  professional  training  for  law  enforcement,  judges  and  attorneys  in  the  state  on 
iVIissouri  impaired  driving  and  license  laws,  as  applicable  laws  change  with  every  legislative  session  and  appellate  courts 
interpret  existing  law  from  time  to  time. 

Significantly,  too,  the  Department  lacks  dedicated  funding  for  equipment  and  supplies  to  more  effectively  meet  trial  and 
appellate  court  requirements.  There  is  also  a  need  for  current  reference  materials  to  more  effectively  communicate  with 
attorneys,  prosecutors  and  judges  in  regard  to  alcohol-related  license  actions,  due  to  the  high  turnover  experienced  in  these 
positions  in  recent  years.  This  need  and  lack  of  a  reliable  funding  source  Is  an  ongoing  problem. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Goals  for  the  Appeals  Attorney: 

1)  To  provide  dedicated,  effective,  and  knowledgeable  legal  representation  for  the  Department  of  Revenue  for 
alcohol-rolated  license  appeals  to  the  Missouri  appellate  courts,  as  delegated  by  the  Office  of  the  Attorney  General; 

2)  To  provide  a  Department  lial^n  for  targeted  expert  legal  advice  regarding  impaired  driving  issues  to  the  Office  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  appellate  cases  represented  by  that  office  for  Department  cases  involving  impaired  driving; 

3)  To  provide  ongoing,  active  and  l<nowledgeable  support  to  the  Office  of  the  Attorney  General  on  behalf  of  the 
Department,  by  drafting  appellate  briefs,  motions  and  legal  memorandum  addressing  impaired  driving  issues  common  to 
577.041  chemical  refusal  and  302.500  administrative  alcohol  appeals  firom  trial  courts  statewide. 

Goals  for  the  Legal  Assistant/Paralegal: 

1)  To  provide  a  knowledgeable  legal  representative  for  the  Department  to  properly  and  effectively  administer  the 
provisions  of  the  administrative  ignition  interlock  provisions  for  repeat  intoxication-related  offenders; 

2)  To  provide  dedicated  support  for  court  applications  for  302.303  limited  driving  privileges  (LDP)  for  five-  and  ten-year 
license  denial  persons,  and  those  seeking  302.060. 1  (9)  license  reinstatement  on  ten-year  minimum  license  denial  actions,  for 
repeat  (three  or  more  alcohol-related  conviction)  offenders. 

3)  To  provide  a  dedicated  Department  employee  with  legal  training  to  review,  track  and  monitor  petitions  for  court-ordered 
LDPs,  conduct  criminal  background  checks  (state  and  federal),  and  provide  documentation  and  other  evidence  to 
Department  attomeys  and  courts  regarding  the  applicanf  s  habits  and  conduct 

4)  To  provide  a  trained  Department  legal  representative  to  monitor  repeat  alcohol  offenders  requiring  ignition  interlock 
Installation  for  either  license  reinstatement  or  LDP  Issuance,  and  to  prepare  statistical  reports  regarding  these  offenders. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 

expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  sutjmission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

-  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anttolpated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
pureha^) 

•  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  In  general  and  this  particular  prqiect  spedfically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

•  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 
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'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
Justification  is  provided.APPELLATE  COURT  CASE  OUTCOMES 

Review  periodically  the  quality  of  the  appellate  work  produced  by  the  Department  to  ensure  that  it  is  consistent  and  correct, 
and  solicit  and  evaluate  feedback  fifom  the  Office  of  the  Attorney  General  in  this  regard. 

DWI  COURT  LIMITED  PRIVILEGE  AND  IGNITION  INTERLOCK  MONITORING 

Track  statistics  for  compliance  with  conditions  for  limited  driving  privileges  and  required  ignition  interlock  device  installation  to 
detdfffiine  if  these  requirements  are  eftecflve  to  reduce  the  recidivism  rate  for  repeat  alcohot-retated  traffic  offenders.  Review 
and  evaluate  results  of  IID  monitoring  reports  to  determine  the  nature  and  rate  of  violations  committed  by  persons  requiring 
IID  installation  to  determine  the  impact  of  new  S.B.  480  requirements. 

RESULTS: 

A  full-time  Appeals  Attorney  position  was  created  within  the  Department  of  Revenue,  General  Counsel's  Office  to  represent 
the  Department  in  selected  appeals  to  the  Missouri  Court  of  Appeals,  including  the  Supreme  Court,  Involving  alcohol-related 

legal  issues. 

The  vast  majority  of  cases  now  handled  by  the  Department  involve  alcohol-related  issues,  either  as  appeals  of  §  302.500  -  § 
302.540,  RSMo  Administrative  Alcohol  license  suspension  or  revocations,  or  Chemical  Refusal  revocations  under  §  577.041 , 

RSMo.  The  opinions  issued  by  appellate  courts  establish  case  law  precedent  for  future  impaired  driving  cases,  both  criminal 
and  civil.  The  Department,  as  Appellant  in  a  number  of  these  cases,  is  able  to  select  key  cases  where  the  facts  would  best 
serve  as  alest"  case  to  potentially  strengthen  the  State's  position  for  the  prosecution  of  future  alcohol-related  actions.  In 
other  cases,  where  the  Department  is  named  as  Respondent,  our  Appeals  Attorney  js  required  to  defend  appeals  filed  by 
alcohol  offenders  contesting  trial  court  decisions  upholding  alcohol-related  license  suspensions  or  revocation  actions. 

The  Appellate  Counsel  routinely  handles  or  assists  the  Attorney  General's  Office  in  handling  30-40  active  appeal  cases  from 
start  to  finish. 

Regular  appeal  meetings  are  conducted  by  the  Appellate  Counsel  and  are  attended  by  the  General  Counsel  for  the 
Department,  as  well  as  the  Managing  Counsel  and  Senior  Counsel  for  the  Transportation  Section,  together  with  the  counsel 
for  the  Division  Director  for  the  Drivers  License  Bureau.  The  Appellate  Counsel  reviews  all  cases  presented  for  possible 
appeal  from  aH  three  Transporteition  Section  offices  and  prepares  a  detailed  summary  of  the  fas^  and  law  of  eadi  case. 
These  summaries  are  typed  up  and  distributed  to  attendees  at  the  bi-weekly  meetings,  and  the  Appellate  Counsel  makes  a 
presentation  to  the  group  on  each  case.  Cases  are  either  recommended  for  appeal  or  are  closed  based  upon  the  collective 
recommendation  of  the  attendees.  These  meetings  serve  as  an  excellent  forum  for  the  development  of  strategies  on  how  to 
best  address  the  relevant  legal  and  factual  Issues  involved  in  these  appellate  cases. 

The  Appellate  Counsel's  primary  responsibilities  include  keeping  track  of  all  ongoing  appeals,  preparing  and  filing  appellate 
documents,  and  acting  as  a  liaison  with  the  Missouri  Attorney  General's  Office.  In  the  year  2014,  Rachel  had  over  145  case 
files  assigned  to  her;  completed  briefing  or  provided  suggestions  and  legal  research  to  assist  the  Attorney  General's  Office  in 
approximately  35  appellate  cases;  and  participated  in  a  number  of  oral  arguments,  including  one  conducted  at  the  annual 
DWI  defense  seminar  at  Tan  Tar  A  resort,  Osage  Beach,  Missouri,  July  2014. 

Crucial  this  year  was  extensive  work  on  legal  research  and  briefs  by  the  Appellate  Counsel  on  the  "and/or"  issue,  that  dealt 
with  the  interpretation  of  the  Department  of  Health  and  Senior  Services  Rule  1 9  CSR  25-30.050,  which  dealt  with  the 
concentration  of  wet-bath  calibration  solutions  used  to  perform  calibration  checks  on  evidential  breath  testing  devices 
statewide.  The  rule  was  amended  in  December,  2012,  to  add  a  .08%  standard;  however,  the  amended  language  was 
interpreted  by  a  number  of  trial  courts  (primarily  in  the  St.  Louis  region)  to  require  the  use  of  three  standard  solutions  for  each 
monthly  calibration  check-.04,  .08  and  .10 — not  one,  as  traditionally  required  or  intended.  While,  on  its  face,  the  argument 
appears  to  be  merely  a  matter  of  semantics,  the  result  of  the  court  rulings  has  negatively  affected  outcomes  in  neariy  800 
administrative  alcohol  trials  de  novo  statewide. 

Although  the  rule  was  amended  effective  February  28,  2014  to  use  the  disjunctive  term  "or"  to  indicate  the  original  Intent  to 
use  only  one  solution  for  such  checks,  many  cases  decided  under  the  old  rule  (during  the  fourteen-month  period  of 
DesemtJefi  2012  through  Febniary,  2014)  continue  to  be  affected  by  the  ruling.  Now  on  appeal,  this  issue  ls  before  the 
Eastern  District  Court  of  Appeals  for  oral  argument  on  December  3,  2014,  in  the  lead  case  Steirs  v.  Director  of  Revenue,  ED 
#101407,  with  an  opinion  resolving  the  issue  expected  to  be  filed  January,  2015.  Rachel  has  been  a  crucial  component  in  the 
development  of  legal  arguments  and  strategies,  and  in  tracking  the  numerous  appeal  files  maintained  for  all  three  districts  of 
the  Missouri  Courts  of  Appeal. 

Rachel  also  participates  in  the  Department's  ongoing  efforts  to  educate  attorneys  and  law  enforcement  officers  regarding 
Missouri  impaired-driving  laws.  She  answers  legal  questions  posed  to  her  by  the  Department's  trial  attorneys  and  develops 
arguments  to  counter  novel  legal  challenges  raised  by  defense  attorneys  in  civil  license  cases.  She  has  created  a  reference 
guide  containing  case  law  on  major  legal  issues  in  chemical  refusal  and  administrative  alcohol  cases  for  the  Department's 


148 


attorneys  to  utilize  at  trial,  and  provides  updates  periodically.  Rachel  has  also  presented  a  case  law  update  session  at  a 
number  of  the  Dgpartment's  annual  law  enforcement  DWI  seminars  (in  combinatlori  with  or  In  llsu  &f  Usn§4mB  D&partsmni 
Senior  Counsel  Jim  Chenault). 

The  year  2014  continues  to  toS  (rfialUf^lr^  for  the  Department  In  the  appellate  courts  for  the  state  of  Missouri.  Due  to  the  fact 
that  the  Director's  civil  license  eases  are  no  longer  reviewed  under  a  standard  of  review  which  is  deferential  to  the  Director, 
the  Department  has  experienced  difficulty  prevailing  in  certain  types  of  cases.  To  compensate  for  the  fact  that  the  appellate 
standard  of  review  is  not  as  favorable  to  Department  as  it  once  was,  Rachel  has  assisted  by  drafting  and  filing  post-trial 
motions  at  the  trial  court  level  in  a  number  of  these  cases,  rendering  appeal  unnecessary  in  some.  She  has  also  developed 
and  circulated  a^mptemquestJtorflndir^gs  of  tectto  Department aftomeys to  E^st them  in  obtaining  esqilit^  credibility 
findings  from  the  trial  court.  Such  findings  increase  the  Department's  odds  of  obtaining  a  favorable  result  on  appeal. 

OVEIRALL  RESULT: 

The  creation  of  the  Appeals  Attorney  position  has  enabled  the  Department  to  dedicate  a  ti^ined  and  luiowledgeabte  legal 
professional  to  research,  brief,  argue  and  monitor  cases  on  appeal  to  the  Missouri  Court  of  Appeals  involving  alcohol-related 
legal  issues.  The  result  has  been  a  more  focused,  reasoned  and  coordinated  effort  to  both  pursue  and  defend  appeals 
bearing  on  issues  crucial  to  the  effective  prosecution  and  sanction  of  alcohol-related  traffic  offenders.  The  Appeals  Attorney 
position  has  been  an  invaluable  asset  for  the  Department  in  its  efforts  to  combat  impaired  driving,  and  we  look  forward  to  the 
furfiffl*  ^pension  of  the  duties  of  the  position  in  fiscal  year  2015  to  include  the  provision  of  litigation  support  at  the  trial  level 
for  Transportation  Section  attorneys. 

Paralegal  Position: 

A  paralegal  position  was  also  created  and  covered  under  this  grant.  This  full-time  Paralegal  position  was  created  in  the 

Department  of  Revenue,  General  Counsel's  Office  to  review  and  monitor  alcohol-related  traffic  offenders.  This  position  has 
enabled  the  Department  to  isolate  and  review  all  court  petitions  served  on  the  Director  of  Revenue  requesting  §  302.309, 
RSMo  limited  driving  privileges  (LDP)  and  reinstatement  on  §  302.060,  RSMo  five-  and  ten-year  license  denial  cases.  The 
targeted  population  was  repeat  alcohol  or  drug-related  traffic  offenders  who  clearly  pose  the  greatest  threat  to  public  safety. 
Placement  of  the  position  in  the  Jefferson  City  office  was  critical,  as  all  petitions  for  court-ordered  LDPs  and  reinstatement  for 
repeat  offenders  require  service  on  the  Director  at  this  office.  The  Paralegal  daily  receives  and  reviews  all  Petitions  for 
Review  and  for  LDPs,  has  a  legal  file  opened  in  the  General  Counsel's  Office,  and  assigns  a  licensed  Department  attorney  to 
each  case.  The  Paralegal  then  processes  the  numerous  criminal  history  checks  received  for  repeat  offenders  from  the 
Missouri  State  IHighway  Patrol,  reviews  for  evidence  of  any  alcohol  or  drug  related  offenses,  then  fonwards  to  the  Department 
attorney  of  record. 

The  paralegal  handled  over  2,062  limited  driving  privilege  and  reinstatements  during  fiscal  year  2014,  most  all  of  which 
required  installation  of  an  ignition  interiock  devtee  as  a  eondiljen  ft>r  tesi^ru^;  handled  228  DWI  Court  limited  drtvlfi  pflvilege 
application  files;  and  has  received,  scanned  and  routed  over  900  criminal  history  checks  for  repeat  DWI  offenders  who  have 
applied  for  license  reinstatement.  In  addition,  she  carefully  reviewed  the  history  checks  for  alcohol  or  drug-related  offenses 
for  limited  privileges  or  reinstatement  applications,  and  has  drafted  hundreds  of  LDP  answers  for  courts  throughout  the  state 
of  Missouri  for  limited  driving  privileges.  This  figure  does  not  include  the  thousands  of  ignition  interlock  devices  installed  for 
reinstatement  or  restricted  privileges  for  other  alcohol-related  license  suspension  or  revocations  for  first  offenders. 

Criminal  Background  Checks:  Individuals  subject  to  five  or  ten-year  license  denial  seeking  reinstatement  are  required  to 
apply  for  a  "criminal  history  check",  as  defined  in  §  302.010(4),  RSMo  with  the  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol.  Prior  to 
ordering  reinstatement,  courts  are  mandated  to  review  the  criminal  history  check  results.  If  the  criminal  history  check  reveals 
an  alcohol  or  drug  related  offense — ^vehicle  or  non-vehide  related — within  the  specified  'look-back'  period,  reinstatement  Is 
prohibited.  For  five-year  reinstatement,  the  look-back  period  is  five  years.  For  ten-year  reinstatement,  the  period  is  ten  years. 
If  the  court  finds  that  the  applicant  has  been  convicted,  found  guilty  of,  pled  guilty  to,  or  has  any  pending  charges  for  any 
offense  related  to  alcohol  or  drugs  (traffic  or  non-traffic  offenses)  or  has  any  other  alcohol-related  enforcement  contact  (as 
defined  in  §  302.525,  RSMo)  during  the  applicable  period,  reinstatement  must  be  denied. 

LDP  Coordinator/Review  of  Five-  and  Ten-Year  Denial  Reinstatements:  The  Paralegal  position  has  also  enabled  the 
Department  to  create  programs  and  processes  to  continually  monitor  and  track  repeat  offenders  granted  a  LDP  throughout 
the  term  of  the  LDP.  This  permits  the  Department  to  work  closely  with  courts  around  the  state  to  ensure  that  these  offenders 
maintain  the  requirements  for  their  limited  privileges,  namely,  proof  of  installation  of  the  proper  Ignition  interiock  Device  (IID) 
and  financial  responsibility  with  the  Department. 

Where  noncompliance  is  found,  files  are  flagged  for  immediate  administrative  termination  of  the  LDP  on  Department  records, 
and  the  legal  file  is  referred  to  a  Department  attorney  to  seek  temiinatlon  of  the  limfted  drivlifli  ptfVllege  otim  in  the  issuing 
court.  Currently,  the  Paralegal  is  directly  responsible  for  all  applications  for  court-ordered  LDPs,  whether  with  a  DWI  Court  or 
regular  clreuit  e&tirt.  This  fun^fon  has  enabled  the  Department  to  monitor  these  repeat  alcohol  offenders  to  a  greater  extent 
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than  ever  before  possible.  Offenders  will  not  be  shown  as  having  a  valid  LDP  until  all  required  filings  are  completed. 

DWI  Court  Monitor  Fifty  special  "DWI  Courts"  or  dockets  (including  stand-alone  and  hybrid)  have  been  established  over  the 
past  five  years  to  deal  with  certain  repeat  alcohol  offenders  and  issue  LDPs  to  those  otherwise  ineligible  under  the  provisions 
of  §  302.309,  RSMo.  For  fiscal  year  2014,  the  Department  was  served  and  filed  special  responsive  pleadings  in  over  228 
cases,  the  majority  filed  with  the  St.  Charles  County  and  Greene  County  DWI  courts. 

The  Paralegal  reviews  the  DWI  Court  LDP  applications  as  they  are  served;  conducts  criminal  and  license  history  background 
checks;  opens  a  legal  file  and  assigns  a  Department  attorney  to  each  case.  The  Paralegal  also  operates  as  a  contact  person 
for  the  Department  for  the  various  DWI  Courts,  responding  to  inquiries  regarding  Ignition  Interiock  Device  (IID)  and  financial 
responsibility  filings  and  requirements.  Significantly,  the  Department  views  this  as  a  vital  component  in  the  developing  DWI 
Court  program,  as  the  availability  of  an  LDP  in  this  cont^  Is  designed  to  operate  as  an  incentive  to  encourage  repeat 
offenders  to  participate  In  DWI  Court  programs. 

The  Department  desires  to  make  every  effort  to  closely  monitor  these  offenders  (something  tiie  DWI  Courts  do  not  always 
have  the  resources  or  time  to  do),  and  the  Paralegal  position  enables  it  to  do  so.  The  Paralegal  has  created  a  database  that 
will  allow  applicants  to  be  monitored  from  the  time  the  petition  is  received  at  the  Department  through  the  expiration  of  their 
LDP  for  violations,  subsequent  convictions  and  terminations  by  either  the  Department  or  the  DWI  Court.  Monitoring  is 
necessary,  as  the  jurisdiction  of  the  DWI  Court  over  an  LDP  case  is  continuing  through  the  termination  date  of  the  privilege. 
This  is  particularly  important,  too,  as  some  ten-year  minimum  denial  LDP  holders  may  be  in  a  LDP  status  for  a  period  of  up  to 
nine  years  or  more. 

During  fiscal  year  2014,  the  Paralegal  has  obtained  authority  to  access  ignition  interlock  manufacturers'  databases  in  order  to 
obtain  and  confirm  more  information  about  each  LDP  recipient  including  installation  and  removal  dates  as  well  as  violation 
and  monitoring  reports.  It  is  expected  that  the  number  of  DWI  Court  applications  will  greatly  increase  over  the  next  several 
years,  too,  as  more  DWI  Courts  are  established,  which  will  result  in  an  increasing  number  of  applicants  to  be  screened  and 

monitored  by  the  Department. 

ignition  Interlock  Device  (IID)  Monitor/Contact  Liaison:  The  Paralegal  position  continues  to  perform  duties  previously 
performed,  in  part,  by  members  of  the  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation,  Highwaiy  Safety  Division,  and  the  Drivers 

License  Bureau  of  the  Department  of  Revenue,  regarding  Ignition  Interlock  Device  (IID)  installations.  This  has  required 
additional  training  for  the  Paralegal,  which  included  attendance  at  special  training  sessions  covering  IID  installation  and 
operation,  to  enable  the  Paralegal  tofield  Inquiries  from  offenders,  courts  and  IID  service  providers.  This  specialized  training 
has  enabled  the  Department  to  assume  a  greater  role  in  monitoring  these  offenders  to  better  protect  the  public  safety.  The 
Paralegal  has  recently  been  engaged  in  creating  a  system  to  track  all  court-issued  LDP  orders,  with  a  focus  on  DWI 
court-issued  privileges.  The  purpose  of  this  monitoring  is  to  foster  communication  between  the  issuing  courts  and  the 
Department  so  that  notification  of  termination  of  an  LDP  by  a  court  may  promptly  be  keyed  and  reflected  on  a  Missouri  Driver 
Record  to  assist  law  enforcement  officers  in  the  field,  and  to  the  courts  from  the  Department  for  administrative  termination. 

OVERALL  RESULT: 

The  Paralegal  position  has  enabled  the  Department  to  provide  a  dedicated,  trained  legal  professional  to  review  and  engage  in 
ongoing  monitoring  of  all  applications  by  repeat  alcohol  offenders  for  limited  driving  privileges  and  reinstatement.  The 
Department  also  now  has  the  ability  to  track  and  compile  statistical  data  regarding  administrative  IID  installations  statewide, 
and  is  also  able  to  shoulder  additional  responsibilities  added  by  the  issuance  of  LDPs  by  DWI  Courts  to  repeat  alcohol 
offenders  previously  ineligible  for  such  privileges. 

The  Paralegal  has  increased  communication  with  all  six  ignition  interiock  companies  approved  to  provide  devices  in  the  state 
of  Missouri  to  decrease  tampering  and  circumvention  of  the  function  of  these  devices,  and  to  improve  reporting  of  violations 

to  DWI  courts. 


FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$123,086.80  $111,874.69 

HS  CONTACT: 

Jackie  Rogers 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  DESCmPTION: 

The  Drug  Courts  Coordinating  Comm^sbn  (DCCC)win  expand  stand-alone  DWI  court  progmms  that  follow  specific 
guidelines  for  best  practices.  The  statutory  interagency  commission  will  provide  oversight  for  this  grant. 

Because  of  DWI  legislation  passed  in  2010,  the  Missouri  Supreme  Court  adopted  COR  26  on  August  27,  2010.  This  rule 
requires  all  courts  that  seek  to  establish  a  DWI  court  or  docket  to  submit  a  Plan  of  Operation  to  the  DCCC  for  approval.  As 
of  January  1 8, 201 3, 4B  ]uf^Mem  ha\«  had  their  Plans  # Operation  approved  and  have  collecb'v^y  granted  397  and 
revoked  42  Limited  Driving  Privileges. 

The  DCCC  also  requested  a  set  of  DWI  court  program  guidelines  to  be  developed  that  programs  can  incorporate  in  their 
individual  Plans  of  Operation.  The  Missouri  DWI  Court  Guidelines  were  subsequently  created  by  the  Supreme  Court 
Committee  on  Alternative  Treatment  Courts  (ATCC)  with  the  assistance  of  a  DWI  court  workgroup  established  in  2010, 
which  included  multiple  stakeholders  from  several  different  agencies:  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation-Traffic  and 
Highway  Safety  Division,  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue,  Missouri  Department  of  Public  Safety,  Missouri  Department  of 
Mental  Health,  Mis»)url  Dfvlitojn  of  Protoafion  and  Parole  as  well  as  Judges  land  administrates  from  highly  opepattonal  DWI 
court  programs  in  Missouri.  The  effort  and  dedication  of  the  DWI  court  wori^gngiup  genflnusss  to  be  iftil^rlanlts  fie  suc^sess 
of  DWI  court  programs  in  Missouri.  The  workgroup  meets  once  or  twice  a  year  as  needed  to  dIsCUSS  new  legislation  and 
establish  guidelines  for  DWI  court  programs. 

A  requfrentent  ter  DWI  Court  tearn  training  was  included  in  the  M^^^  Court  Guidelines.  After  January  1, 2011,  each 

court  who  had  not  attended  DWI  Court  training  through  NCDC  was  required  to  attend  a  3-day  DWI  Court  training  before 
their  Plan  of  Operation  would  be  approved  to  grant  a  Limited  Driving  Privilege.  The  DWI  Court  training  included  over  18 
hours  of  instruction  time  and  six  additional  breakout  sessions  for  each  team  to  work  on  their  individual  policy  and  procedure 
manual  and  their  Plan  of  Operation  for  their  DWI  court  program. 

In  response  to  the  guidelines,  NCDC  and  NHTSA,  Office  of  Safety  Programs,  Enforcement  and  Justice  Services  Division 
agreed  to  provide  DWI  Court  Training  in  Missouri.  A  total  of  36  teams  attended  DWI  court  training  with  320  DWI  court  team 
members  in  attendance  in  201 1  and  2012. 

Since  evidence-based  research  continues  to  evolve,  it  is  Imperative  to  provide  continuing  education  to  promote  effective 

operations  of  DWI  court  programs.  For  the  46  jurisdictions  who  have  previously  attended  the  3-day  DWI  Training  and  are 
approved  to  grant  Limited  Driving  Privileges  by  the  DCCC,  a  DWI  Operational  Tune-Up  is  needed.  This  advanced 
subject-matter  training  would  provide  the  latest  research  and  best  practice  techniques  to  improve  outcomes  and  provide  an 
update  on  legislation  and  case  law  pertaining  to  DWI  court  programs. 

OSCA  implemented  targeted  DWI  court  programs  in  the  12th,  13th  20th,  31st,  and  36th  Judicial  Circuits  from  federal  fiscal 
2008  -  2010.  Courts  are  identified  in  conjunction  with  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division,  based  upon  the  frequency  of 
DWI  cases  in  their  jurisdiction.  DWI  court  programs  targeted  for  Highway  Safety  funding  for  fiscal  201 1 ,  201 2  and  the 
upcoming  grant  period  have  the  highest  state  population  and  the  highest  rate  of  alcohol  fatalities  and  include  programs  in 
the  6th,  13th,  17th,  19th,  2lst  and  40th  Judicial  Circuits  with  possible  expansion  into  other  targeted  judicial  circuits  as 
agreed  to  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division.  The  identified  programs  targeted  for  Highway  Safety  funding  have  a 
current  DWI  participant  population  of  249.  All  of  the  selected  programs  have  completed  the  mandatory  DWI  Court  3-day 
training. 
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Unfike  drug  courts,  DWl  court  programs  primarily  operate  wrfthfn  a  pt^-convictiQn  model.  In  a  supported  r^lutlon  by 
National  Mothers  Against  Drunk  Driving,  "MADD  recommends  that  DUi/DWI  courts  should  not  be  used  to  avoid  a  rea)rd  of 
conviction  and/or  license  sanctions." 

Additional  stipulations  are  placed  on  DWl  court  programs  who  receive  funding  from  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Divisfon 
and  the  Drug  Courts  Coordinating  Commission  to  include  the  following: 

■  No  SIS  is  given; 

■  A  withdraw  of  guilty  plea  is  not  allowed  (even  after  completion  of  ttid  program); 

•  if  the  charges  are  reduced,  the  lesser  charge  must  t>e  an  intoxication  related  offense  (for  enhancement  purposes  if  the 

individual  is  arrested  for  DWl  in  the  future);  and 

■  If  the  participant  has  an  operator's  license,  an  ignition  interlock  device  is  mandatory. 

DWl  courts  utilize  all  criminal  justice  stakeholders  Oudge,  prosecutors,  defense  attorneys,  probation,  law  enforcement,  and 

others)  coupled  with  alcohol  or  drug  treatment  professionals.  This  group  of  professionals  comprises  a  "DWl  Court  Team," 
and  uses  a  cooperative  approach  to  systematically  change  offender  behavior.  This  approach  includes  identification  and 
referral  of  participants  early  in  the  legal  process  to  a  full  continuum  of  drug  or  alcohol  treatment  and  other  rehabilitative 
services.  Compliance  with  treatment  and  other  court-mandated  requirements  is  verified  by  frequent  aicohoi/drug  testing, 
close  community  supervision  and  ongoing  judicial  supervision  in  non-adversarial  court  review  hearing.  During  review 
hearings,  the  judge  employs  a  science-based  response  to  participant  compliance  (or  non-compliance)  in  an  effort  to  further 
the  team's  goal  to  encourage  pro-social,  sober  behaviors  that  will  prevent  future  DWl  recidivism  (Loeffler,  Huddleston  & 
Daugherty,  2005). 

DWl  Court  Best  Practices  -  According  to  the  National  Drug  Court  Institute,  there  are  Ten  elements  to  successful  DWl 
courts.  Missouri  courts  will  address  each  area  during  implementation  and  ongoing  offender  management. 

GUIDING  PRINCIPLE  #1  -  TARGET  THE  POPUI^TION 

The  DWl  courts  will  clearly  define  the  target  population  of  the  DWi  program  with  distinct  eligibility  criteria.  These  potential 
participants  will  have  two  or  more  DWl  offenses  and  a  clinical  assessment  showing  severe  chemical  abuse  or  addiction. 

GUIDING  PRINCIPLE  #2  -  PERFORIWI A  CLINICAL  ASSESSIWIENT 

The  DWl  courts  will  use  certified  treatment  professionals  to  perform  a  clinically  competent,  objective  assessment  of  the 
impaired  driving  offender.  This  assessment  will  address  a  number  of  bio-physical  domains  including  alcohol  use  severity 
and  drug  involvement,  the  level  of  needed  care,  medical  and  mental  health  status,  extent  of  social  support  systems,  and 
Individual  motivation  to  change. 

GUIDING  PRINCIPLE  #3  -  DEVELOP  THE  TREATIVIENT  PLAN 

The  DWi  courts  will  develop  a  specific  treatment  plan  under  the  direction  of  a  certified  treatment  provider  to  address  the 
substance  dependence  of  each  participant  offender.  A  significant  proportion  of  the  DWI  population  also  suffers  from  a 
variety  of  co-occurring  disorders.  Therefore,  the  DWI  courts  will  carefully  select  and  implement  treatment  practices 
demonstrated  through  research  to  be  effective  with  the  hard-core  impaired  driver  to  ensure  long  term  success. 

GUIDING  PRINCIPLE  #4  -  SUPERVISE  THE  OFFENDER 

The  DWI  courts  will  use  a  coordinated  strategy  and  available  technologies  to  closely  supervise  and  monitor  participant 

offenders  to  protect  against  future  impaired  driving. 

GUIDING  PRINCIPLE  #5  -  FORGE  AGENCY,  ORGANIZATION.  AND  COMMUNITY  PARTNERSHIPS 

The  DWI  courts  will  solicit  the  cooperation  of  other  agencies,  as  well  as  community  organizations  to  form  a  partnership  in 
support  of  the  goals  of  the  DWI  court  program  to  protect  against  future  impaired  driving. 

GUIDING  PRINCIPLE  #6  -  TAKE  A  JUDICIAL  LEADERSHIP  ROLE 

The  DWI  courts  will  have  a  judge  that  will  act  as  the  leader  of  the  DWl  court  program  who  will  have  the  capability  to 
motivate  the  DWI  court  team  and  elicit  buy-in  from  various  community  stakeholders. 

GUIDING  PRINCIPLE  #7  -  DEVELOP  CASE  MANAGEMENT  STRATEGIES 
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The  DWI  courts  will  provide  participant  offenders  with  case  management  services  through  a  coordinated  team  strategy  and 
seamless  collaboration  across  treatment  and  justice  systems. 

GUIDING  PRINCIPLE  #8  -  ADDRESS  TRANSPORTATION  ISSUES 

The  DWI  courts  will  assist  participants  to  plan  for  transportation  alternatives  after  the  loss  of  their  driving  privileges.  The  loss 
of  driving  privileges  poses  a  significant  issue  for  DWI  court  participants.  In  many  cases,  the  participant  solves  the 
transportation  problem  created  by  the  loss  of  the  driver's  license  by  driving  anyway  and  tal<ing  the  chance  thai  they  will  not 
get  caught.  With  this  knowledge,  the  DWI  court  will  sanction  the  participant  for  driving  without  a  license  while  in  the  program 
and  caution  them  against  taking  such  actions  In  the  future. 

GUIDING  PRINCIPLE  #9  -  EVALUATE  THE  PROGRAM 

The  DWI  courts  will  design  and  implement  an  evaluation  model  with  the  assistance  of  the  Office  of  the  State  Courts 
Administrator  that  will  be  capable  of  documenting  behavioral  diange  In  DWI  court  participants  resulting  In  a  reduction  in 
future  Impaired  driving. 

GUIDING  PRINCIPLE  #10  -  CREATE  A  SUSTAINABLE  PROGRAM 


The  DWI  courts  will  create  and  implement  a  strategic  plan  that  Includes  considerations  of  structure  and  scale,  organization 

and  participation,  and  future  funding  sources. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Alcohol  and  other  drugs  contribute  substantially  to  traffic  crashes  on  Missouri  roads,  particularly  those  resulting  in  death  or 
disabling  injury.  From  2009  through  201 1 ,  447,397  traffic  crashes  occurred  in  the  state.  Of  those,  0.5%  resulted  in  a  fatality 
and  3.2%  involved  someone  being  seriously  injured.  During  the  same  time  period,  there  were  21,947  traffic  crashes  where 
one  or  more  drivers  and/or  pedestrians  were  under  ttie  influence  of  intcMicants  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  Investigating  officer 
their  intoxicated  condition  was  a  contributing  factor  to  the  crash.  In  these  crashes  where  drivers  or  pedestrians  were  Impaired 
by  alcohol  or  other  drugs,  755  people  were  killed  and  another  3,051  were  seriously  injured.  It  also  is  important  to  note  that 
impaired  driving  is  under-reported  as  a  contributing  factor  in  traffic  crashes.  This  under-reporting  is  due  to  drivers  undergoing 
injuries  sustained  from  crashes  without  being  tested  for  blood  alcohol  content.  Also,  some  forms  of  drug  impairment  may  not 
be  afjparent  to  officers  on  the  scene.  As  a  result,  it  Is  an  even  greater  problem  than  these  statistics  would  indicate.  In 
addition,  87.3%  of  impaired  drivers  killed  also  failed  to  wear  a  safety  belt  further  compounding  the  problem  of  impaired 
driving. 

A  common  misconception  is  that  impaired  drivers  are  primarily  injuring  and  killing  themselves.  While  that  is  often  true,  a 
substantial  number  of  people  killed  and  seriously  injured  in  these  crashes  were  not  Intoxicated.  Their  actions  In  these 

incidents  probably  did  not  contribute  to  the  cause  of  the  collision.  Of  the  755  people  killed  in  alcohol  and  other  drug-related 
traffic  crashes,  68.6%  were  the  impaired  driver/pedestrian  and  31.4%  were  some  other  involved  party.  Of  the  3,051  seriously 
Injured,  60%  were  the  impaired  drivers/pedestrians  while  40%  were  other  persons  in  the  incidents. 

In  2009-201 1 ,  a  total  of  656  impaired  drivers  were  Involved  in  crashes  where  one  or  more  persons  were  killed.  In  known 
cases,  12.9%  of  these  drivers  were  under  the  age  of  21 .  A  total  of  95  persons  were  killed  in  traffic  crashes  involving  these 
young  drivers.  Of  those  persons  killed,  50.5%  were  the  underage  impaired  driver  and  49.5%  were  some  other  party  in  the 
crash. 

DWI  courts  are  dedicated  to  changing  the  behaviors  of  persistent  Impaired  drivere  through  the  highly  successful  drug  court 

model  that  ensures  offender  accountability  by  utilizing  judicial  supervision  and  long-term  treatment.  DWI  court  participants 
learn  to  develop  self-discipline  and  the  skills  required  to  remain  sober.  They  become  dependable  tax-paying  citizens  that 
support  their  families  and  contribute  to  their  communities. 

Currently,  there  are  21  DWI  courts  in  Missouri.  Of  the  240  participants  that  exited  DWI  court  in  2011, 176  successfully 
graduated,  resulting  in  a  73%  graduation  rate.  The  Research  Unit  at  Missouri's  Office  of  State  Court  Administrator  is 
conducting  an  ongoing  recidivism  study  which  is  following  a  cohort  that  consists  of  81  graduates  who  successfully  completed 
DWI  Court  between  October  1 . 2008  and  September  30, 2009.  There  is  cunrently  a  recidivism  rata  of  4.9%  for  the  cohort. 
Research  suggests  that,  over  time,  recidivism  for  DWI  courts  will  be  close  to  the  10%  rate  that  is  being  experienced  with  drug 
court  participants. 


An  evaluation  in  Michigan  found  that  participants  In  DWI  courts  were  considerably  less  likely  than  DWI  offenders  sentenced 

in  a  traditional  court  to  be  arrested  for  a  new  DWI  offense  or  any  new  criminal  offense  within  two  years  of  entering  the 
program.  Traditionally  sentenced  offenders  were  three  times  more  likely  to  be  re-arrested  for  any  charge  and  were  19  times 
more  likely  to  be  re-arrested  for  a  DWI  charge  than  DWI  court  participants.  There  is  no  doubt  that  drinking  and  driving 
continues  to  be  a  significant  public  safety  issue  on  Missouri's  roadways.  In  an  effort  to  help  hold  offenders  accountable. 
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Missouri  courts  have  attempted  to  employ  offender-specific  methods  to  deter  impaired  driving.  However,  persistent  impaired 
drivers  are  not  impacted  by  general  deterrence  methods  such  as  public  awaren^  campaigns  or  traditfonal  sanctions  such 
as  incarceration  or  probation.  Punishment,  unaccompanied  by  treatment  and  aGCOUntability,  is  an  ineffective  deterrent  for  the 
persistent  offender.  DWI  court  programs  provide  intensive  judicial  supervision  and  evidence-based  treatment  to  address  the 
root  cause  of  impaired  driving:  alcohol  and  other  substance  addiction  and  abuse. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

The  goal  of  this  project  is  to  reduce  the  recidivism  of  DWI  offenders  and  promote  public  safety  for  all  Missouri  citizens  that 
use  Missouri's  transportation  systems. 

Objectives: 

•  Conduct  DWI  Court  Operational  Tune-Up  training  sessions  and  DWI  workgroup  meetings  to  ensure  best  practice 
techniques  are  being  utilized  and  provide  an  update  on  legislation  and  case  law  pertaining  to  OWI  court  programs; 

•  Continue  to  implement  and  support  DWl  court  programs  In  the  targeted  judicial  circuite  during  the  grant  period; 

•  Reduce  the  recidivism  rate  for  DWI  offenders  by  serving  additional  participants  in  the  targeted  DWI  court  programs  during 
the  grant  period. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 

expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

-  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events.  Incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 

purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  l-lighway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

*Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. OSCA  will  monitor  the  pilot  court  programs  and  collect  performance  data  similar  to  the  data  currently 
collected  for  Missouri's  drug  court  programs.  A  complete  copy  of  the  data  elements  to  be  collected  is  available  upon  request. 


Progress  reports  will  be  prepared  by  the  OSCA  project  manager  and  fonn/arded  to  theTraffIc  and  Highway  Safety  Division. 
The  final  grant  report  will  induda  process  date  to  help  determine  the  most  effective  way  to  implement  new  programs  and 
ensure  evidence-based  practices  are  being  followed  in  DWI  court  programs  around  the  state. 

RESULTS: 

DWI  courts  provide  a  cost-effective  alternative  to  the  traditional  criminal  justice  system  in  addressing  the  risk  to  public  safety 
caused  by  hardcore  impaired  drivers.  In  2010  the  General  Assembly  passed  legislation  which  reformed  Missouri's  DWI  laws 
in  an  effort  to  reduce  drunk  driving.  This  statute  (478.007  RSMo)  authorized  circuit  courts  to  establish  DWI  courts  and 
allowed  DWI  court  judges  to  grant  participants  and  graduates  a  Limited  Driving  Privilege  (LDP).  Since  2010,  there  has  been 
an  ovenwhelming  response  to  the  legislation  vwth  an  increase  of  more  than  169%  in  the  DWI  court  participant  population. 

The  Drug  Courts  Coordinating  Commission  (DCCC)  has  sought  to  expand  DWI  courts  that  follow  specific  guidelines  for  best 
practice.  As  a  result  of  the  2010  DWI  legislation  the  Missouri  Supreme  Court  adopted  Court  Operating  Rule  (COR)  26  on 
August  27, 201 0.  This  rule  requires  all  courts  that  seek  to  establish  a  DWI  court  or  docket  to  submit  a  Plan  of  Operation  to 
the  DCCC  for  approval  before  issuing  a  LDP.  As  of  September  26, 2014,  there  were  47  approved  DWI  court  programs  that 
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had  granted  779,  revoked  98  and  suspended  26  LDP's. 


The  DCCC  also  requested  a  set  of  DWI  court  program  guidelines  to  be  developed  that  programs  can  incorporate  in  their 
individual  Plans  of  Operation.  The  Missouri  DWI  Court  Guidelines  were  subsequently  created  by  the  Supreme  Court 
Committee  on  Treatment  Courte  (TCC)  with  the  assistance  of  a  DWI  court  worl<group  which  includes  multiple  stakeholders 
from  several  different  agencies:  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation-Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division,  Missouri 
Department  of  Revenue,  Missouri  Department  of  Public  Safety,  Missouri  Department  of  Mental  Health,  Missouri  Division  of 
Probation  and  Parole,  Mothers  Against  Drunk  Driving  as  well  as  Judges  and  administrators  from  highly  operational  DWI  court 
programs  in  Missouri.  The  effort  and  dedication  of  the  DWI  court  workgroup  continues  to  be  important  to  the  success  of  DWI 
court  programs  in  Missouri.  The  workgroup  meets  once  or  twice  a  year,  as  needed,  to  discuss  new  legislation  and  establish 
guidelines  for  DWI  court  programs. 

A  requirement  for  DWI  court  team  training  was  included  in  the  DWI  Court  Guidelines.  After  January  1 ,  201 1 ,  each  court  who 
has  not  attended  DWI  Court  training  through  NCDC  is  required  to  attend  a  3-day  DWI  Court  training  before  their  plan  of 
operation  will  be  approved  to  grant  a  LDP.  The  DWI  Court  training  includes  over  18  hours  of  instruction  time  and  six 

additional  breakout  sessions  for  each  team  to  work  on  their  individual  policy  and  procedure  manual  and  their  Plan  of 
Operation  for  their  DWI  Court.  A  total  of  38  teams  have  attended  the  3-day  DWI  court  training  with  335  DWI  court  team 
members  in  attendance  since  2011. 

As  of  June  30, 2014,  there  vrare  908  individuals  participating  in  DWI  courts  through  the  19  stand-alone  county  programs  and 
37  adult  drug  court  programs  that  accept  DWI  offenders.  There  were  243  DWI  court  graduates  in  calendar  year  2014,  with  a 

program  graduation  rate  of  89%. 

Performance  Measures  &  Objectives: 

1 .  Conduct  DWI  Court  Operational  Tune-Up  training  sessions  and  DWI  workgroup  meetings  to  ensure  best  practice 
techniques  are  being  utilized  and  provide  an  update  on  legislation  and  case  law  pertaining  to  DWI  Court  programs. 

An  Operational  Tune-Up  was  not  conducted  in  fiscal  2014.  The  National  Center  for  DWI  Courts  had  a  change  in  directors 
and  was  unable  to  fulfili  the  proposed  agreement  for  providing  an  Operational  Tune-Up  for  the  approved  DWI  court 

programs.  The  allotted  funding  for  training  was  subsequently  provided  to  the  St.  Louis  County  DWI  court  program  who 
needed  additional  funding  for  testing  and  supervision  for  their  growing  population. 

2.  Continue  to  implement  and  support  DWI  court  programs  In  the  targeted  judidal  circuits  during  the  grant  period. 

The  targeted  DWI  court  programs  who  received  Highway  Safety  funding  between  October  1, 2011  and  September  30, 2014 
and  their  populations  are  outlined  below  (according  to  population  in  JIS): 

*  6th  Judicial  Circuit  (Platte  County)  -  the  DWI  court  populatton  as  of  10/1/201 1  was  30;  the  DWI  court  population  as  of 

9/30/2014  was  29 

*  1 3th  Judicial  Circuit  (Callaway  County)  •  the  DWI  court  population  as  of  10/1/201 1  was  5;  the  DWI  court  population  as  of 

9/30/2014  was  8 

*  ITth  Judicial  Circuit  (Cass  County)  -  the  DWI  court  population  as  of  10/1/201 1  was  19;  the  DWI  court  population  as  of 

9/30/2014  was  24 

*  19th  Judicial  Curcuit  (Cole  County)  -  the  DWI  court  population  as  of  10/1/2011  was  19;  the  DWI  court  population  as  of 
9/30/2014  was  20 

*  21st  Judicial  Curcuit  (St.  Louis  County)  -  the  DWI  court  population  as  of  10/1/201 1  was  31;  the  DWI  court  population  as  of 
9/30/2014  was  129 

*  35th  Judicial  Curcuit  (Dunklin  and  Stoddard  Counties)  -  the  DWI  court  population  as  of  10/1/201 1  was  14;  the  DWI  court 

population  as  of  9/30/2014  was  27 

3.  Reduce  the  recidivism  rate  for  DWI  offenders  by  serving  additional  participants  in  the  targeted  DWI  court  programs  during 
the  grant  period. 

The  Drug  Courts  Coordinating  Commission  is  currently  reviewing  the  parameters  of  recidivism  in  all  treatment  court 
programs  to  ensure  accuracy  of  data.  It  is  anticipated  that  recidivism  data  for  all  treatment  court  programs  will  be  available 
January  2015.  Research  suggests  that,  over  time,  recidivism  for  DWI  courts  will  be  close  to  the  10%  rate  that  is  being 
experienced  with  drug  court  participants  (as  reported  to  the  Office  of  State  Courts  Administrator  by  individual  drug  court 

programs). 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$351,617.60  $327,146.63 
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HS  CONTACT: 

Jackie  Rogers 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 


164 


MISSOURI 


Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


MADD  Court  Monitoring  Project 


14-154-AL-068 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


AL 


6,000,000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


Impaired  Drivers 
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l\^otliers  Against  Drunl<  Driving 


Ms.  Meghan  Carter 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

In  order  to  measure  program  objectives,  MADD  Missouri  State  will  implement  the  following  activities: 

1.  Compile  pertinent  statistical  information  on  ttie  handling  of  DWI  cases; 

2.  Provide  feedback  to  the  Highway  Safety  Division  about  the  effectiveness  and  enforceabilrfy  of  the  current  DWI  laws; 

3.  Make  the  courts  aware  of  the  public's  scrutiny  of  DWI  case  results; 

4.  Inform  the  public  of  the  trends  in  DWI  enforcement  through  the  ]udiciat  system;  and, 

5.  Notify  appropriate  agencies,  media,  and  public  about  the  correlation  of  raising  the  DWI  conviction  rate  and 
correspondingly  lowering  the  alcohol  fatality  and  injury  crashes  in  those  monitored  counties. 

MADD  Missouri  will  attract  support  and  help  in  this  project  from  other  segments  of  the  community  (e.g.  college  and  law 
school  students).  Senior  citizens,  who  represent  a  large  untapped  volunteer  pool,  should  also  be  approached.  By 

harnessing  volunteer  support  from  several  areas,  MADD  Missouri  will  be  able  to  track  a  substantial  number  of  cases  in  the 
targeted  counties.  Recruiting  and  training  members  of  volunteer  organizations  is  critical  to  placing  people  in  the  courtrooms. 
Community  members  and  volunteers  participating  in  the  court  monitoring  project  will  help  to  ascertain  whether  court 
monitoring  is  effective  in  reducing  alcohol-related  fatalities.  Their  monitoring  of  the  sentences  handed  down  will  show 
whether  the  appropriate  sentences  for  impaired  driving  have  been  adjudicated. 

The  2013-2014  MADD  Missouri  Court  Monitoring  Project  will  monitor  the  counties  with  a  conviction  rate  at  or  below  23%  on 
highway  patrol  anrests.  This  Is  an  increase  from  the  previous  rate  of  21.5%.  Those  (»unties  are  Butler,  Carroll,  Garter,  Cass, 
Clay,  Crawford,  Dade,  Dent,  Gasconade,  Gentry,  Grundy,  Hickory,  Jackson,  Johnson,  Nodaway,  Osage,  Platte,  Ripley,  St. 

Louis,  Scott,  Sullivan,  Washington  and  Wayne  counties. 

TRAINING: 

MADD  Missourf  State  will  use  the  court  monitoring  training  kit  developed  by  MADD  National  for  use  with  this  project.  The  kit 

will  consist  of  a  CD-ROM,  video,  how-to  manual,  notebook,  and  forms.  The  Court  Monitoring  Project  Specialist  will  use 
these  training  materials  to  train  the  volunteers  how  to  monitor  DWI  courts,  document  relevant  case  information,  and  collect 
public  record  data. 

MONITOR  DWI'S  IN  ALL  COURTS: 

Volunteer  court  monitors  will  observe  in  their  assigned  counties  at  all  pertinent  phases  of  the  trial  or  criminal/administrative 
process.  They  will  record  the  disposition  of  each  case  as  well  as  note  the  original  charge  and  whether  or  not  the  conviction 
was  based  on  the  original  charge  or  a  lesser-included  crime.  They  will  also  note  any  plea  offers  in  the  court.  The  program 
will  follow  each  defendant  from  arraignment  through  the  post-conviction  process:  jail,  probation  and/or  appeals.  This  method 
allows  a  comprehensive  observation  of  the  entire  judicial  pnscess,  including  prosecutors,  defense  attomeys,  evidence 
collected  and  testimony  given  by  law  enforcement  officers  as  well  as  judicial  conduct  both  in  the  courtroom  and  during 
sentencing.  It  also  allows  a  post-courtroom  look  at  how  the  system  works  following  adjudication. 

Each  volunteer  monitor  will  fill  out  a  worksheet  (reporting  form)  that  will  be  tumed  into  the  Project  Program  Specialist. 
DATA  COLLECTION: 

Following  cases  in  this  manner  will  allow  trends  to  become  readily  apparent  and  also  show  differences  in  jurisdictions. 
Issues  to  address  include  the  effects  of  court  monitoring  on: 
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■  The  basic  disposition  of  DWI  cases  (gull^,  dismissed,  not  guilty,  guilty  of  some  other  offense,  amended  to  a  non-moving 
violation; 

•  The  sanctions  imposed; 

-  How  the  effect  may  vary  by  whether  judges  are  appointed  versus  elected  (i.e.  pleas  at  arraignment,  pleas  at  subsequent 
appearances,  plea  bargains,  summary  judgments,  jury  trials,  defen«d  Judgments); 

■  Disposition  by  BAG  at  time  of  arrest  or  refusal; 

•  Disposition  by  prior  record; 

■  How  the  defendant  is  handled  by  the  system  after  conviction;  and  other  Issues  that  will  evolve  through  discussions  with  the 
expert  panel. 

PROJECT  PERSONNEL: 

Program  Specialist  (Project  Director):  Bud  Ball<e  will  oversee  all  aspects  of  the  court  monitoring  project,  Including  recruiting, 
training,  and  supervising  court  monitoring  volunteers;  gather  baseline  data,  compile  written  reports  and  statistics  on 
disposition  of  eases  and  alcohol-related  deaths/infuries/CFashes,  court  monitoring  and  writing  and  submitting  progress  and 
final  reports.  He  will  obtain  the  monthly  project  transaction  reports,  submit  his  monthly  contract  reimbursement  vouchers, 
and  final  year  reimbursement  reports.  IVlr.  Baike  will  monitor  Carroll,  Carter,  Cass,  Clay,  Dade,  Gentry,  Grundy,  Jackson, 
Johnson,  Nodaway,  Osage,  Platte  and  Sullivan  counties,  but  will  travel  into  other  counties  listed  if  necessary  or  as  needed. 

Program  Specialist:  Eva  Shumpert  will  oversee  and  participate  in  court  monitoring  in  Butler,  Crawford,  Dent,  Gasconade, 

Ripley,  St.  Louis,  Scott,  Washington  and  Wayne,  but  will  travel  into  other  counties  if  necessary  or  as  needed.  Eva 
Shumpert  will  recruit,  train,  and  supervise  volunteer  monitors;  gather  baseline  data,  compile  written  reports  and  statistics  on 
disposition  of  cases  and  alcohol-related  deaths/injuries/crashes,  and  court  monitoring. 

Executive  Dtrecton  Meghan  Carter  submits  all  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers. 

Regional  Accountant:  Valerie  IVluckley  compiles  and  submits  all  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  request 
SPECIFIC  TASKS: 

The  goal  of  this  project  for  2013-2014  will  be  based  on  the  following  timeline: 

Month  1 :  Distribute  the  previous  years  data  to  involved  and  interested  parties  or  agencies  as  well  as  the  media. 

IVIonth  2-4:  Collected  and  submitted  ail  information  for  holiday  projects  or  special  alcohol  enforcement  projects  for  media 
debut. 

Month  4-6:  Recruit/Train  Volunteers,  submit  progress  report  to  Office  of  Highway  Safety. 
Month  3-11:  Monitor  Courts/Collect  Data. 

Month  4:  Progress  Report  for  first  quarter  due  to  Office  of  Highway  Safety  on  or 
before  the  15th. 

Month  7:  Progress  Report  for  second  quarter  due  to  Office  of  Highway  Safety  on  or 

before  the  15th. 

Month  10:  Progress  Report  for  third  quarter  due  to  Office  of  Highway  Safety  on  or  before  the  15th. 
Month  12:  Analyze  Data  and  Prepare  Final  Report  and  Submit 

A  computerized  tracking  system  is  the  most  effective  method  of  compiling  statistical  information  and  providing  feedback  to 
the  state  legislators/safety  advocates  on  the  effectiveness  and  enforceability  of  the  current  DWi  laws.  The  systematic 
documentation  that  a  case-tracking  database  pnsvides  also  gives  credibility  to  the  court-monitoring  program.  Courts  cannot 
claim  that  any  organization  conducting  court  monitoring  is  changing  results  when  the  information  is  systematically  recorded 
into  a  database.  The  utilization  of  a  case-tracking  database  has  proven  a  powerful  tool  to  tighten  up  a  lenient  county  court  or 
municipal  courts  system.  The  database  reports  show  a  change  in  the  behavior  of  the  prosecutors  and  judges  as  fines  and 
jail  sentences  have  increased  and  dismissals  have  decreased. 
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EVALUATION 

Following  the  conclusion  of  the  project,  a  final  report  will  be  delivered  to  the  project  director  of  the  Office  of  Highway  Safety, 
documenting  the  project  activities  and  reporting  tlie  effects  of  the  court  monitoring/partnership  program  in  each  community 
and  overall.  The  report  will  set  out  what  components  of  monitoring  worl^ed  and  what  did  not  work  and  why.  The  final  report 
will  sXso  conclude  whether  court  monitoring  is  an  effective  tool  to  reduce  the  numlier  of  alcohol-related  fatalities  in  0ie 
communities  monitored. 

in  addition  to  the  agency  evaluation,  the  Missouri  Higiiways  and  Transportation  Commission  (I\/IHTC)  will  administratively 
evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and  /or 
Objectives  if  satisfactory  Justification  is  provided. 

PROBLEIU  IDENTIFICATION: 

Alcohol  and  other  drugs  contribute  substantially  to  traffic  crashes  on  Missouri  roads,  particularly  those  resulting  in  death  or 
disabling  injury.  From  2009  through  201 1 , 447,397  traffic  crashes  occurred  in  the  state.  Of  those,  0.5%  resulted  In  a  fatality 
and  3.2%  Involved  someone  being  seriously  injured.  During  the  same  time  period,  there  were  21,947  traffic  crashes  where 
one  or  more  drivers  and/or  pedestrians  were  under  the  influence  of  intoxicants  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  investigating  officer 
their  intoxicated  condition  was  a  contributing  factor  to  the  crash.  In  these  crashes  where  drivers  or  pedestrians  were  impaired 
by  alcohol  or  other  drugs,  755  people  were  killed  and  another  3,051  were  seriously  injured.  It  also  is  important  to  note  that 
impaired  driving  is  under-reported  as  a  contributing  factor  in  traffic  crashes.  This  under-reporting  is  due  to  drivers  undergoing 
Injuries  sustained  from  crashes  without  being  tested  for  blood  alcohol  content.  Also,  some  fonns  of  drug  impairment  may  not 
be  apparent  to  officers  on  the  scene.  As  a  result,  it  is  an  even  greater  problem  than  these  statistics  would  indicate.  In 
addition,  87.3%  of  impaired  drivers  killed  also  failed  to  wear  a  safety  belt  further  compounding  the  problem  of  impaired 
driving. 

A  common  misconception  is  that  Impaired  drivers  are  primarily  injuring  and  killing  themselves.  While  that  is  often  true,  a 
substantial  number  of  people  killed  and  seriously  injured  in  these  crashes  were  not  intoxicated.  Their  actions  in  these 
incidents  probably  did  not  contribute  to  the  cause  of  the  collision.  Of  the  755  people  killed  in  alcohol  and  other  drug-related 
traflic  crashes,  ^.8%  were  Ote  impaired  drivei/pedestrian  and  31.4%  werd  some  other  involved  party.  Of  the  3,051  seriously 
Injured,  60%  were  the  impaired  drivers/pedestrians  while  40%  were  other  persons  in  the  incidents. 

Youth  make  up  a  significant  proportion  of  impaired  drivers  of  motorized  vehicles  causing  traffic  crashes  on  Missouri 
roadways.  Of  the  21,674  impaired  drivers  involved  in  traffic  crashes  during  2009-2011, 11.8%  were  under  the  age  of  21  (in 
known  cases).  This  is  especially  significant  when  you  consider  it  is  illegal  for  someone  under  21  to  possess  or  consume 
alcohol  in  Missouri. 

In  2009-2011,  a  total  of  656  impaired  drivers  were  involved  in  crashes  where  one  or  more  persons  were  killed.  In  known 
cases,  12.9%  of  these  drivers  were  under  the  age  of  21 .  A  total  of  95  persons  were  killed  In  traffic  crashes  involving  these 
young  drivers.  Of  those  persons  killed,  50.5%  were  the  underage  Impaired  driver  and  49.5%  were  some  otiier  party  in  the 
crash. 

The  mission  of  Mothers  Against  Drunk  Driving  (MADD)  is  to  stop  drunk  driving,  support  victims  of  this  violent  crime  and 
prevent  underage  drinking.  We  are  a  group  of  men,  women  and  youth  of  all  ages,  victims  and  concerned  citizens  all  working 
together  to  keep  our  communities  safe. 

The  DWI  conviction  rate  for  the  Missouri  Highway  Patrol  (only)  cases  is  40.4%  on  9,327  arrests.  The  BAC  conviction 
percentage  rate  Is  2.9%  revealing  a  total  of  43.3%  for  both.  The  identified  problems  are  the  low  DWI  conviction  rate,  the  low 
BAC  conviction  rate  and  the  high  SIS  (suspended  Imposition  of  sentence)  rate. 

The  2013-2014  MADD  Missouri  Court  Monitor  project  will  focus  on  and  monitor  the  counties  with  a  conviction  rate  at  or  below 
23.0%  on  Highway  Patrol  arrests,  an  increase  of  1 .5%  from  the  previous  conviction  rate  of  21 .5%  from  the  start  of  2007. 
They  are:  Bufler,  CahFOll,  Carter.  Cass,  Clay,  Crawford,  Dade,  Dent,  Gasconade,  Gentry,  Grundy,  Hickory,  Jackson,  Johnson, 
Nodaway,  Osage,  Platte,  Ripley,  St.  Louis,  Scott,  Sullivan,  Washington  and  Wayne  counties. 

Comparing  2012  Missouri  alcohol  related  total  crashes  to  the  start  of  this  project  in  2004,  the  alcohol  related  total  crashes 
shows  a  preliminary  decrease  of  14%  of  alcohol  related  crashes  statewide. 

In  1990,  the  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration  (NHTSA)  examined  court  monitoring  in  the  state  of  Maine  (Impact 
of  Court  Monitoring  on  DWI  Adjudication,  December  1990,  DOT  HS  807  678).  The  results  showed  that  court  monitoring  is  an 
effective  tool  to  affect  the  adjudication  process.  In  cases  where  court  monitors  were  present,  the  conviction  rates  of  DWI/DUl 
offenders  were  higher  by  ten  percent,  and  the  case  dismissal  rates  were  lower  by  seventy  percent.  Cases  that  were 
monitored  showed  that  an  individual's  refusal  of  a  BAC  test  resulted  in  a  higher  conviction  rate  of  approximately  twenty  five 
percent  over  refusal  cases  that  were  not  monitored.  The  overall  case  rate  dismissal  was  nearly  ninety  percent  lower.  The 
study  noted  that  the  effects  on  sentences,  in  terms  of  strictness  and  adherence  to  the  limits  set  out  In  statutes,  were  greatest 
for  drivers  with  blood  alcohol  levels  (BAC)  between  .10  and  .11  and  in  cases  where  the  driver  had  refused  a  BAC  test  when 
monitors  were  in  the  courtroom.  This  was  especially  tnje  for  first  time  offenders. 

169 


170 


Conviction  rates  for  Impaired  driving  vary  widely  from  state  to  state,  indicating  failures  and  inconsistencies  in  case  processing 
systems.  The  most  current  study  from  "It's  Time  to  Get  MADD  All  Over  Again  -  Resuscitating  the  Nations  Efforts  to  Prevent 
Impaired  Driving"  2002,  showed  that  Connecticut  reported  in  1 998,  72  percent  of  DWI  arrests  were  adjudicated  "other  than 
guilty."  By  contrast,  California  reported  that  72  percent  of  DWI  arrestees  were  convicted  In  1998.  (It's  Time  To  Get  MADD  All 
Over  Again  -  Resuscitating  the  Nation's  Efforts  to  Prevent  Impaired  Driving). 

In  court  monitoring  programs,  volunteers  observe,  track,  and  report  on  court  activities  related  to  impaired  driving  cases, 
ideally,  they  follow  cases  from  arrest  through  disposition,  recording  the  proportion  of  cases  that  are  dismissed  or  reduced 
down  to  lesser  offenses,  the  rate  of  convictions,  the  sanctions  Imposed,  and  whether  the  sanctions  are  canted  out.  Studies  of 
court  monitoring  programs  indicate  that  monitored  cases  produced  higher  conviction  rates  and  stiffer  sentences  than  cases 
that  were  not  monitored.  Court  monitors  are  able  to  draw  attention  to  the  system's  shortcomings.  In  2010,  the  court 
monitoring  volunteer  for  the  St.  Louis  region,  J.R.  Gitlin,  was  selected  as  the  "MADD  National  Court  Monitor  Volunteer  of  the 
Year"  for  his  continued  commitment  to  tracking  DWi  dispositions  in  the  metropolitan  area.  Mr.  Gitlin  continues  to  monitor  in 
St.  Louis  County.  His  level  of  service  to  this  project  remains  a  benefit  due  to  his  respected  nature  and  monitoring  of  DWI 
offenses. 

Court  monitoring  has  also  proven  to  be  a  highly  effective  method  of  creating  ongoing  productive  discussions  between  citizens 
and  the  judiciary.  This  makes  the  courts  more  accountable  to  the  communities  they  serve.  This  dialogue  often  serves  to 
advance  Improvements  such  as  identifying  shortcomings  In  the  system,  recommending  solutions  and  advocating  for  change 

in  the  court  system  and  procedures.  MADD  Missouri  believes  that  previous  court  monitoring  has  empowered  and  encouraged 
a  number  of  judicial  circuits  to  consider  Drug/DWI  courts  for  their  particular  area  and  to  begin  implementing  those  processes 
as  well  as  opening  dear  lines  of  communication  on  the  needs  of  law  enforcement  responders. 

Since  its  inception  in  1980,  Mothers  Against  Drunk  Driving  has  made  great  strides  in  our  mission.  Laws  have  been  changed, 

and  people  have  rallied  to  save  lives  and  support  those  who  have  lived  through  the  tragic  consequences.  As  an  organization, 
MADD  could  not  have  not  have  met  this  objective  alone.  We  are  fortunate  to  have  the  help  of  volunteers,  victims  whose  loved 
ones  were  Injured  or  lost  to  this  tragic,  preventable  crime. 

in  addition  to  the  great  work  and  support  of  our  volunteers,  MADD  understands  that  the  wortc  of  law  enforcement  is  vital  to  the 
future  success  of  our  mission.  Our  support  of  and  partnership  with  law  enforcement  is  crucial.  These  men  and  women  put 
their  lives  on  the  line  each  day  to  keep  our  communities  safe.  When  it  comes  to  drunk  driving  issues  they  are  the  first  to  be 
scrutinized  and  the  last  to  be  commended. 

The  collaboration  and  partnerships  with  the  members  of  the  Regional  Coalitions  for  Roadway  Safety  has  been  beneficial  in 
setting  goals  for  roadway  safety,  enforcement  efforts,  partners  that  have  a  bearing  on  court  monitoring,  i.e.  Bonnie  Prigge  of 
the  former  Willow  Springs  region.  These  partnerships  have  had  a  major  bearing  on  reducing  six  years  of  fatality  reductions. 
While  there  was  unforhmatsly  a  slight  increase  in  fiatalifies  in  2012,  MADD  will  woric  along  with  other  enforcement  agencies 
and  partners  to  fully  embrace  and  work  toward  our  statewide  goal  of  700  tetalitles  by  2016. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

GOAL: 

The  goal  of  the  court  monitoring  pre>gram  Is  to  analyze  the  criminal  justice  system  to  determine  where  breakdowns  are 
occuning  In  the  trials  and  adjudications  of  impaired-driving  defendants  and  offer  solutions. 

The  2013-2014  MADD  Missouri  Court  Monitoring  project  will  focus  on  and  monitor  the  counties  with  a  conviction  rate  at  or 
below  23.0%  on  Highway  Patrol  arrests.  This  is  an  increase  of  1 .5%  from  the  previous  rate  of  21 .5%.  Those  counties  are: 
Butler,  Carroti,  Carter,  Cass,  Clay.  Crawford,  Dade,  Dent,  Gasconade,  Gentry,  Grundy.  Hickory,  Jackson,  Johnson, 
Nodaway,  Osage,  Platte,  Ripley,  St.  Louis,  Scott,  Sullivan,  Washington  and  Wayne  counties. 

OBJECTIVES: 

MADD  Missouri  State  will  measure  the  success  of  this  goal  through  the  following  outcome  objectives: 

1.  To  Increase  the  conviction  rates  of  DWI  offenders  in  counties  with  monitors  present; 

2.  Observe  the  alcohol  fatality  and  injury  rates  to  determine  if  conviction  rates  improve  as  alcohol  fatality  and  injury  crashes 
decrease  in  those  monitored  counties  using  infbmnation  from  the  traffic  studies  and  trafRc  engineers; 

3.  Place  monitors  in  courts  to  record  court  action  from  arraignment  through  post-conviction  and  create  a  decrease  in  the  DWi 
case  dismissal  rate;  and 

4.  Place  monitors  in  courts  to  bring  about  an  increase  in  the  sentence  lengtti  for  DWI  offenders. 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
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expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  me^the  proved  Goals,  such  as: 

■  Programs  (number  and  succ^s  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

•  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

-  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  finsquenGy  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 

purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

MADD  concentrates  on  the  counties  in  the  state  that  have  a  DWI  conviction  rate  at  or  below  23  percent  on  DWl  arrests  made 

by  the  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol.  Twenty-five  associate/circuit  courts  and  16  municipal  courts  were  monitored  during  this 
grant  period.  Those  included  13  counties  (associate/circuit  courts)  with  less  than  23%  DWi  conviction  rate  and  BAG  ratio 
specifically  referred  to  for  this  grant  period  and  12  St.  Louis  municipal  courts. 

MADD  has  two  paid  court  monitors  under  this  grant;  one  in  Central  Missouri  and  the  second  is  located  in  St.  Louis.  The  court 
monitor  in  Central  Missouri  and  St.  Louis  each  logged  approximately  155  direct  hours  of  court  monitoring  and  the  volunteers 
had  approximately  217  hours  resulting  in  a  total  of  approximately  527  hours  of  direct  court  monitoring. 

Through  the  court  monitoring,  MADD  Missouri  has  seen  less  than  a  one  percent  dismissal  rate  in  the  counties  monitored.  In 
addition,  the  13  counties  that  were  monitored  experienced  a  10.1%  improvement  ratio  over  the  eight  counties  that  were  not 
monitored. 

The  court  monitors  also  provide  presentation  and  exhibits  throughout  the  year  in  addition  to  training  new  court  monitors.  A 
few  of  those  activities  are  listed  below. 

■  Eight  volunteers  were  trained  as  court  monitors 

•  Provided  an  exhibit  at  the  State  Fair  Community  College 

•  Provided  a  presentation  table  at  the  Waynesville  Police  Department  for  participating  law  enforcement  agencies,  mayor, 
and  city  council  for  the  first  sanctioned/approved  sobriety  checkpoint.  Bud  Baike  and  Harlin,  a  court  monitor  volunteer, 
attended  the  meeting,  training,  set-up,  and  met  with  the  Chief,  Assistant  Chief  and  a  number  of  officers  while  manning  their 
designated  position  at  the  checkpoint 

■  Provided  a  presentation  and  exhibit  in  Fort  Leonard  Wood  on  court  monitoring/victim  services  at  the  Employees  Assistance 
Program  for  the  Forfs  military  and  ci>^lian  personnel.  This  was  done  in  conjunction  with  the  Missouri  State  IHighway  Patrol 
and  Addiction  Crisis  Center  at  the  Fort 

•  Provided  presentation  materials  at  the  California  High  School  during  the  Focus  on  the  Road  presentation  provided  by  Think 
First  and  members  of  the  Missouri  Coalition  for  Roadway  Safety  in  the  Central  Region 

■  Participated  In  the  statewide  Blueprint  Conference  In  SL  Louis 

■  Participated  In  the  MADD  National  teleconference/webinar  training  which  occur  on  a  monthly  basis 

•  Attended  meetings  with  the  DWI  working  group  through  the  Office  of  State  Courts  Administrator 

•  Attended  quarterly  meetings  of  the  State  Impaired  Driving  Subcommittee 
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FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$112,568.00  $98,231.65 

HS  CONTACT: 
Jackie  Rogers 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MdDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center,  University  of  Central  Missouri,  will  coordinate  the  breath  alcohol  instrument  lab  operations, 
standardized  field  sobriety  testing  program,  sobriety  checkpoint  supervisor  training  and  the  breath  alcohol  ignition  interlocic 
monitoring  program.  The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  perfomn  the  following  program  activities  as  part  of  this  contract 

•Confinue  to  provide  necessary  or  requested  service,  repairs  and  maintenance  to  law  enfbroement  agency  breatti  alcohol 
testing  instrumentation  and  simulators. 

•Continue  the  on-going  efforts  of  partial  replacement  of  law  enforcement  agency  breath  alcohol  testing  instruments  each 
year. 

•Print  and  dIstritMite,  as  requested,  instrument  specific  evidence  tickets  to  state  and  local  law  enforcement  agencies. 
•Continue  the  on-going  efforts  to  upgrade/repair  or  replace  wet  bath  simulators  as  needed. 
•Continue  to  provide  mouthpieces  for  testing  on  the  breath  alcohol  instruments. 

•Maintain  a  database  of  the  Type  II  Supervisors  trained  through  UCM  and  Iceep  them  updated  with  new  case  law  or  legal 

changes  as  needed. 

•Upon  request  and  as  available,  provide  Missouri's  law  enforcement  academies  with  breath  alcohol  testing  instnimentation. 

•  Provide  coordination,  expert  testimony  and  consultation  to  agencies  across  the  state  in  the  area  of  breath  alcohol  testing, 
standardized  field  sobriety  testing,  sobriety  checi^points  and  breath  alcohol  ignition  interioci^. 

•Maintain  a  master  of  the  latest  NI-iTSA  SFST  cumculum  and  Missouri  DWI  law  and  provide  to  all  current  SFST  Instructors 
electronically. 

•Maintain  a  database  of  Missouri  SFST  certified  instructors. 
•Maintain  a  database  of  Missouri  24-hour  SFST  trained  offk»rs. 

•Annually  monitor  ignition  intertocic  installers  and  service  providers  to  ensure  compliance  with  ait  BAUD  State  statutes  and 

rules.  These  inspections  will  include  evaluation  of  the  wet  bath  or  dry-gas  simulators,  as  well  as  the  temperature  of  ttie 
simulators  for  compliance  by  use  of  a  National  Institute  of  Standards  and  Technology  (NIST)  trace  thennometer. 

•Hold  meetings,  as  necessary,  with  the  manufacturer  representatives  of  the  certified  ignition  interlock  devices  conceming 
their  inspection  reports,  and  possible  rule  changes  to  the  IID  Program  in  Missouri. 

•Work  with  MoDOT  and  DOR  to  develop/establish  a  testing  process  for  the  ignition  interiock  devices  to  ensure  that  the 
devices  are  programmed  according  to  the  administrative  rules. 

•Provide  a  toll-free  for  IID  callers  and  support  for  answering  IID  questions  and  complaints. 
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•Provide  a  professional  staff  person  to  serve  as  the  State's  Standard  Field  Sobriety  Testing  (SFST)  Coordinator,  appointed 
by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  &ifsfy  Division  of  MoDOT.  This  individual  will  serve  on  the  State  DRE/SFST  Advisory  Board  with 
an  appointed  alternate. 

TRAINING: 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  provide  training  to  Missouri  law  enforcement  officers  who  meet  the  requirements  under 
Missouri  statutes  for  Peace  Officer  Standards  and  Training  (POST).  Students  and/or  their  departments  will  be  responsible 
for  costs  associated  with  travel  and  lodging.  In  addition,  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  prepare  all  instructional  materials, 
schedule  and  advertise  the  training  programs,  maintain  the  appropriate  training  records,  and  provide  POST  CEU's.  The 
following  training  will  be  offered: 

•Conduct  3&-hour  SFST  Instruclor  training  for  up  to  25  officers.  The  SFST  Instructor  Course  is  a  train-the-trainer  course 

designed  for  officers  who  wish  to  become  certified  SFST  Instructors  and  teach  others  how  to  administer  and  score  the 
SFST  battery.  The  emphasis  of  the  course  is  on  how  to  teach  SFST.  Students  are  required  to  have  a  thorough  and  above 
average  knowledge  of  all  aspects  of  SFSTs  and  be  profident  in  administering  and  scoring  the  SFSTs  prior  to  attending. 

•Conduct  24-hour  SFST  Basic  training  for  up  to  250  Missouri  officers.  Designed  to  provide  taw  enforcement  officers  the 

opportunity  to  develop  the  practical  SFST  skills  needed  for  successful  apprehension  and  conviction  of  impaired  drivers. 
Students  who  successfully  complete  this  course  will  be  able  to  properly  administer  and  score  the  standard  SFST  battery. 
These  courses  meet  or  exceed  the  8-hour  IHGN  requirement  as  per  Hill  v.  State  of  Missouri  and  will  be  delivered  across  the 
state. 

•Conduct  4-hour  NHTSA  Refresher  training  for  up  to  100  SFST  trained  officers.  The  goal  of  the  SFST  Refresher  Is  to 
Improve  the  overall  consistency  and  administration  of  the  SFST  test  battery.  Officers  will  be  able  to  refresh  their  skills, 
recognizing  and  interpreting  evidence  of  DWI,  administering  and  interpreting  the  scientifically  validated  sobriety  tests,  and 
information  regarding  recent  case  law  and  research  studies. 

•Conduct  2-hour  SFST  Instructor  Update  training  for  up  to  100.  This  course  Is  designed  as  an  SFST  instructor  curriculum 
update  pending  and  based  on  the  release  of  an  updated  NHTSA  SFST  model  cuniculum. 

•Conduct  11 -hour  Sobriety  Qieckpoint  Supervisor  Training  for  up  to  100,  held  on  location  at  a  host  law  enforcement  agency 
recognized  for  their  success  and  efficiency  with  conducting  sobriety  checkpoints.  This  course  Is  designed  to  provide  law 
enforcement  field  supervisors  from  medium  to  large  agencies  with  the  knowledge  and  skills  necessary  to  successfully 
conduct  sobriety  checkpoints  within  their  own  jurisdictions.  A  primary  component  of  this  training  program  includes  an  actual 
sobriety  checkpoint  conducted  by  the  host  law  enforcement  agency.  One  course  is  typically  limited  to  25  students. 

•Provide  F>OST  hours  for  the  Sobriety  Checkpoint  Supennsor  Refresher  training  for  1 00  participants. 

•Conduct  Breath  Alcohol  Ignition  Interiodc  Device  training  and  awareness  presentations  for  law  enforcement  personnel,  as 
well  as  other  interested  Individuals  and  organizations  involved  In  the  criminal  Justice  system. 

PERSONNEL: 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  provkie  three  lulMime  professional  staff  and  addittonal  support  staff  to  perform  the  duties  of 
this  grant  as  part  or  in  total  of  their  overall  duties  for  the  Missouri  Safety  Center 

IDC  Professtonal  IDC  Prafsssfonal  Staff,  Tracey  Durbin  at  50%  of  salary  and  fringe  at  $39,932.03  (40%  out  of  DRE  grant 

$31 ,945.62  and  *match  =  $16,188.42).  IDC  Professional  Staff,  Don  Deboard  at  100%  of  salary  and  fringe  at  $47,618.65. 
IDC  Support  Staff,  Paige  Walters-Young  at  50%  of  salary  and  fringe  at  $18,139.68  (*match  =  $18,139.68). 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Alcohol  and  other  drugs  contribute  substantially  to  traffic  crashes  on  Missouri  roads,  particularly  those  resulting  in  death  or 
disabling  injury.  From  2009  through  201 1 ,  447,397  traffic  crashes  occurred  in  the  state.  Of  those,  0.5%  resulted  in  a  fatality 
and  3.2%  involved  someone  being  seriously  injured.  During  the  same  time  period,  there  were  21,947  traffic  crashes  where 
one  or  more  drivers  and/or  pedestrians  were  under  the  influence  of  intoxicants  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  Investigating  officer 
their  intoxicated  condition  was  a  contributing  factor  to  the  crash.  In  these  crashes  where  drivers  or  pedestrians  were  impaired 
by  alcohol  or  other  drugs,  755  people  were  killed  and  another  3,051  were  seriously  injured.  It  also  is  important  to  note  that 
impaired  driving  is  undernnsported  as  a  contributing  fector  in  traffic  crashes.  This  under-reporting  is  due  to  drivers  undergoing 
injuries  sustained  from  crashes  without  being  tested  for  blood  alcohol  content.  Also,  some  forms  of  dmg  impairment  may  not 
be  apparent  to  officers  on  the  scene.  As  a  result,  it  is  an  even  greater  problem  than  these  statistics  would  indicate.  In 
addition,  87.3%  of  impaired  drivers  killed  also  felled  to  wear  a  safety  belt  further  compounding  the  problem  of  impaired 
driving. 


A  common  misconception  is  that  Impaired  drivers  are  primarily  injuring  and  killing  ttiemselves.  While  that  is  often  true,  a 
substantial  number  of  people  killed  and  seriously  injured  in  these  crashes  were  not  intoxicated.  Their  actions  in  these 
incidents  probably  did  not  contribute  to  the  cause  of  the  collision.  Of  the  755  people  killed  in  alcohol  and  other  drug-related 
traffic  crashes,  68.6%  were  the  Impaired  driver/pedestrian  and  31 .4%  were  some  ottier  involved  party.  Of  the  3,051  seriously 
injured,  60%  were  the  impaired  drivers/pedestrians  while  40%  were  other  persons  in  the  incidents. 

Youth  make  up  a  significant  proportion  of  impaired  drivers  of  motorized  vehicles  causing  traffic  crashes  on  Missouri 
roadways.  Of  the  21 ,674  impaired  drivers  Involved  in  traffic  crashes  during  2009-201 1,11 .8%  were  under  the  age  of  21  (in 
known  cases).  This  is  especially  significant  when  you  consider  it  is  illegal  for  someone  under  21  to  possess  or  consume 

alcohol  In  Missouri. 

in  2009-201 1 ,  a  total  of  656  impaired  drivers  were  involved  in  crashes  where  one  or  more  persons  were  killed,  in  known 
cases,  1 2.9%  of  these  drivers  were  under  the  age  of  21 .  A  total  of  95  persons  were  killed  in  traffic  crashes  involving  these 
young  drivers.  Of  those  persons  killed,  50.5%  were  the  underage  impaired  driver  and  49.5%  were  some  other  party  in  the 

crash. 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  is  committed  to  assisting  the  Traffic  and  Higiwvay  Safety  Division  and  Missouri  law  enforcenrtent 
in  detecting,  apprehending  and  properly  adjudicating  alcohol  and  drug-impaired  drivers  from  our  state's  roadways.  An 
important  component  of  this  goal  is  the  i\4issourl  Drug  Evaluation  and  Classification  program  which  provides  police  officers 
the  training  and  equipment  necessary  to  recognize  drug-impaired  drivers  and  remove  them  from  our  roadways.  Continuous 
training  must  occur  in  order  to  maintain  a  sufficient  number  of  Drug  Recognition  Experts  (DRE)  In  Missouri. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

GOALS: 

1)  To  reduce  deaths  and  injuries  associated  with  crashes  involving  impaired  drivers;  and 

2)  To  increase  DWI  arrests  and  convidkm  rates  through  the  use  of  technotogy  and  baining  of  law  enforcement  personnel, 
Department  of  Revenue  attomeys,  prosecutors,  judges  and  others  associated  with  the  DWI  apprehension/an^t/adjudication 

process. 

OBJECTIVES: 

1)  Provide  breath  alcohol  in^ment  placement,  maintenance  and  service  across  the  State  of  Missouri. 

2)  Provide  technical  training  to  law  enforcement  officers  and  others  In  the  criminal  Justice  system  in  the  area  of  breath  alcohol 
testing,  standardized  field  sobriety  testing,  breath  alcohol  ignition  interiock  and  sobriety  checkpoint  supervisors. 

3)  Provide  coordination,  expert  testimony  and  consultation  to  agencies  across  the  state  in  the  area  of  breath  alcohol  testing, 
standardized  field  sobriety  testing,  sobriety  checkpoints  and  breath  alcohol  ignition  interiock. 

4)  Work  with  MoDOT,  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue  and  Missouri  Courts  to  monitor  breath  alcohol  Ignition  Interlock 
manufocturers/senHce  centers  for  compliance  with  RSMo  577.600  -  577.614  and  7  CSR  60-2.010  -  7  GSR  60-2.060. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1.  Timely  submisston  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 

expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (I.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completton  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  If  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffk:  safety  effort; 
documentatton  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Publk:  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotfon  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 

purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffk:  and  Highway  Safety  Diviston  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  speclfically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 


-  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  lliture  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Obje^ives  If  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  provided  coordination  of  the  breath  alcohol  instrument  program,  breath  alcohol  ignition  interlock, 
standardized  field  sobriety  testing  and  sobriety  checi(point  supervisor  training  program.  Below  is  a  list  of  accomplishments 
under  this  project. 

Breath  Alcohol  Instrument  Training  and  Instrument  Placement 
Service  Summary: 

Provided  service,  repair  and/or  recalibration  for  fifty-seven  (57)  breath  alcohol  ir^toriments  to  the  following  agencies: 
Harrisonville  PD,  Independence  PD,  Waverly  PD,  Glendale  PD,  Marshall  PD.  Eldon  PD,  Sedalia  PD,  Brookfield  PD,  Franklin 
County  SD,  Jackson  County  SD,  Belton  PD,  Edmundson  PD,  Jefferson  County  SD  (x2),  Desloge  PD,  Cuba  PD,  Willard  PD, 
Jackson  County  SD,  Miner  PD,  Excelsior  Springs  PD,  Marshall  PD,  Eldon  PD,  Waveriy  PD,  Oakview  PD,  Duquesne  PD, 
Centralia  PD,  St.  Louis  County  Intake,  Lake  Lotowana  PD,  Ferguson  PD,  Whiteman  AFB,  Potosi  PD,  Jefferson  City  PD, 
Columbia  PD,  Breckenridge  Hills  PD,  Raytown  PD,  Cass  County  SD,  Pevely  PD,  Concordia  PD,  LaGrange  PD,  Cape 
Girardeau  PD,  Bonne  Terre  PD,  Greene  County  SD,  Gladstone  PD,  Parkville  PD,  Hannibal  PD,  Waverly  PD  and  Knob  Noster 
PD. 

Instrument  Placement  Summary: 

Twenty-three  (23)  additional  breath-alcohol  instruments  were  placed  or  assigned  to  the  following  law  enforcement  agencies: 
Edmundson  PD,  Jefferson  County  SD  0wb  units),  Cass  County  SD,  Jackson  County  SD  (two  unNs),  Kearney  PD,  Columbia 

PD  (two  units),  Wellston  PD,  Wright  City  PD,  Odessa  PD,  Woodson  Terrace  PD,  Henry  County  PD,  Smithville  PD, 
Warrensburg  PD,  Raymore  PD,  Webb  City  PD,  El  Dorado  Springs  PD,  Raytown  PD,  Mountain  View  PD,  Leadington  PD, 
UMKC  PD,  and  Branson  West  PD. 

Fifty  (50)  PBT  units  were  distributed  to  tt»e  following  law  enforcement  agencies:  Grandview  PD,  Wentzville  PD  (2  units), 
Greenwood  PD,  Chillicothe  PD,  El  Dorado  Springs  PD,  Joplin  PD  (8),  Clinton  County  SD  (2),  Harrisonville  PD  (3),  Wellston 
PD,  Bella  Villa  PD,  Miner  PD,  Jefferson  City  PD  (3),  Archie  PD,  UCM  DPS,  KCMO  PD,  St.  Charles  County  SD  (2), 
Bredtenridge  Hills  PD,  O'Fallon  PD,  Peveley  PD,  Woodson  Tenace  PD  (2),  Steele  PD  (2),  Sweet  Springs  PD  (2),  Clay 
County  SD  (2),  Branson  West  PD,  MSHP  and  Boonville  PD  (4).  Note:  Not  all  of  these  PBTs  were  new  purchases.  Some  of 
them  were  refurbished  after  being  previously  traded  in.  In  addition,  forty-five  (45)  PBT  units  were  serviced  and/or  calibrated. 

Training  Summary: 

Breath  Instrument  training  for  Type  II  and  Type  Ills  was  provided  by  MSC  both  regionally  and  at  their  facility  in  Warrensburg. 
•  A  total  of  46  students  attended  the  Type  II  Supervisor  training 

■  A  total  of  210  students  attended  the  Type  II  Lab  training 

■  A  total  of  1 03  students  attended  the  Type  III  Operator  training 

■  A  total  of  174  students  attended  the  Type  III  Operator  Lab  training 

Evidence  Tickets  Distribution  Summary: 

■  Distributed  10,500  evidence  tickets  to  law  enforcement  agencies 

Simulator  Check/Calibration  Summary: 

■  Verified  calibration/operation  of  two  hundred  fifty  six  (256)  simulators 

■  Replaced  19  simulators 

■  The  simulators  tunvsd  in  where  reconditioned  or  rebuilt  and  reassigned  or  placed  in  MSC  inventory 

Mouttipieces  Distribution  Summary: 
Distributed  3,500  breath  alcohol  instrument  mouthpieces,  and  another  1,500  PBT  mouthpieces,  to  law  enforcement 

agencies 

Type  II  Database  Summary: 

■  Maintained  and  updated  the  Type  II  Supervisor  databsee  that  Indud^  a  list  of  all  trained  Type  lis  and  placement  of  all 
breath-alcohol  instruments  statewide 

Type  II  Assistance  Summary: 

Provided  over  50  email  updates  announcing  case  law  decisk)ns,  webinar  notifteatkms  and  impaired  driving  related  training 

information 


Breath  Alcohol  Instrument  Loan  Summary: 
Provided  (loaned)  twelve  (1 2)  breath  alcohol  instruments  to  law  enforcement  academies  and  agencies  to  assist  with  their 
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Type  III  training 


Court  Assistance  Summary: 

■  Received  and  complied  with  eight  (8)  subpoenas  for  court  appearances 

•  Worked  with  several  prosecutors  (Statewide)  answering  questions,  giving  advice/guidance  and  testinKM^  when  needed 
Standard  Field  Sobriety  Testing  Program: 

•  New  NHTSA  SFST  cumculum  was  developed  and  made  available  during  the  fiscal  year  however;  the  refresher  class 

curriculum  was  not  updated  at  the  same  time 

•  Created  a  plan  to  update  all  SFST  Instructors  which  was  completed  in  March 

■  Updated  new  Instmctor  list  within  the  new  instrumoit  placement  database 

•  Twelve  new  SFST  Instmctors  attended  a  class  held  at  MSHP  GHQ.  The  DRE/SFST  advisory  board  voted  on  the 
admittance  of  individuals  into  this  class. 

■  SFST  Course  (24-hour):  Conducted  nine  courses  training  97  practitioners 

■  SFST  Refresher  (4-hour):  Conducted  two  courses  training  15  practitioners.  Curriculum  was  not  updated. 

■  SFST  Instructor  Update  (4-hour):  Conducted  seven  courses  updating  204  cun«nt  Instructors.  204  Instructors  being 
tracked  along  with  training  they  provide  under  the  new  state  guidelines  for  the  SFST  program. 

•  Assist  many  Prosecutors  across  the  state  with  answers  to  SFST  questions  without  appearing  in  court 

■  Assisted  the  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue  in  both  DOR  attorney  training  and  regional  legal  update  training 

Sobriety  Checkpoint  Supervisor: 

•  Conducted  four  courses  training  73  new  sobriety  checkpoint  supervisors 

■  No  testimony,  consultation  or  coordination  given  in  this  area 

Note:  The  Sobriety  Checkpoint  Supervisor  course  Is  conducted  at  various  locations  throughout  the  state.  Attempts  were 
made  to  hold  a  class  in  the  South  East  region  but  no  host  agency  was  found.  Attempts  will  be  made  again  during  the  new 
fiscal  year. 

Sobriety  Checkpoint  Refresher  (2-Hr  Update): 

■  Conducted  four  courses  updating  113  cun«nt  sobriety  checkpoint  supervisors 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  works  with  MoDOT,  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue  and  Missouri  Courts  to  monitor  breath 
alcohol  ignition  interlock  manufacturers/service  centers  for  compliance  with  RSMo  577.600  -  577.614  and  7  GSR  60-2.060. 
The  following  activities  were  conducted  during  this  grant  cycle: 

■  Presented  ignition  interlock  device  overview  at  Type  II  and  Type  III  training  courses 
'  Presented  information  at  Impaired  Driving  Subcommittee  Meetings 

■  Conducted  meetings  with  IID  manufecturers  reganJing  new  ilD  rules 

•  Conducted  meetings  with  IID  manufacturer  and  installers  regarding  new  lnspe(^on  procedures 

•  Conducted  presentations  to  civilian  groups  regarding  IID  use  and  installation 

■  Attended  IID  planning  meetings  with  MoDOT  &  DOR  regarding  new  rules 

■  Presented  IID  training  to  DOR  attomeys  state  wide 

•  Completed  inspections  on  85%  of  the  listed  install  sites.  All  locations  passed  the  inspections.  Some  minor  infractions  were 
noted  during  these  inspections. 

■  Completed  100%  of  the  field  testing  of  IIDs.  Only  one  device  passed  during  the  first  inspection.  All  other  manufacturers 
required  two  inspections  and  some  software  updates  to  pass  inspections. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

1 54  AL  /  20.607  $294,61 5.22  $233,088.59 

HS  CONTACT: 

Jackie  Rogers 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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Breath  Instrumerit  Upgrade 


14-154-AL-104 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


AL 


6,000,000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


Impaired  Drivers 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


MO  State  Highway  Patrol 


Sgt.  Joe  Armistead 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

The  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol  will  purchase  breath  alcohol  simulators  and  PBTs  for  plaoemerrt  In  each  of  the  troops 
across  the  state.  The  MSHP  will  maintain  a  list  of  all  simulators  and  PBTs  placed  across  the  state. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Between  2008  and  2010,  2,658  people  were  killed  and  163,854  people  were  injured  in  traffic  crashes  occurring  on  Missouri 
roadways.  Drivers  impaired  by  alcohol  and  other  drugs  were  responsible  for  a  significant  number  of  these  deaths  and  injuries. 
Between  2008  and  2010,  745  people  were  killed  and  12,692  people  were  injured  in  crashes  where  alcohol  or  drug 
impairment  was  Identified  as  a  contributing  factor  in  the  crash.  Although  these  statistics  are  alarming,  impaired  driving  is  an 
even  greater  problem  than  they  suggest  because  Impaired  driving  Is  under-reported  as  a  contributing  factor  in  traffic  crashes. 

Impaired  chiving  and  other  ta^ffic  safety  cas^  can  be  among  the  most  difficult  to  prosecute  due  to  the  technical  and  scientific 
nature  of  the  evidence  involved  and  the  general  inclination  of  juries  to  disregard  the  serious  nature  of  these  offenses. 
Therefore,  K  is  Imperative  that  law  enforcement  officers  have  access  to  new  technology  and  training. 

The  majority  of  breath-alcohol  testing  instruments  currently  in  use  by  Missouri's  law  enforcement  agencies  are  approximately 
15-20  years  old,  many  of  which  have  perfonned  thousands  of  breath  tests.  While  they  continue  to  perform  accurate  mi 
precise  test  results  the  ability  to  provide  on-going  maintenance  and  repair  could  affect  performance  and  call  Into  question 
their  reliability. 

The  instrument  manufacturers  no  longer  produce  the  existing  models  in  favor  of  new  generation  units  making  access  to 
replacement  parts  or  complete  units  very  difficult,  if  not  impossible  in  many  cases.  Therefore,  effective  service  and 
maintenance  of  an  aging  inventory  of  instruments  is  a  growing  challenge.  The  logical  course  of  action  is  to  replace  these 
instruments  with  newer  generation  models. 

In  addition,  the  number  of  breath  instruments  approved  in  the  state  has  been  limited.  The  Missouri  Department  of  Health  and 
Senior  Services'  Breath  Alcohol  Program  recently  approved  three  newer  models  of  breath  instruments.  This  has  created  an 
opportunity  to  purchase  and  replace  a  majority  of,  if  not  all,  of  the  State's  aging  inventory  with  updated  instrumentation,  using 
the  newest  tedinologles  available 

The  simulators  used  to  calibrate  the  breath  instruments  also  need  to  be  replaced  and  will  be  incorporated  as  part  of  the 
Instrument  replacement  program  across  the  stete.  in  addition,  portable  breath  testing  devices  will  be  purchased  to  replace 
older  units  used  in  the  field. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 


1 .  To  reduce  deaths  and  injuries  associated  with  crashes  involving  impaired  drivers;  and 

2.  To  increase  DWI  arrests  and  conviction  rates  through  the  use  of  technology  and  training  of  law  enforcement  personnel. 
Department  of  Revenue  attorneys,  prosecutors,  judges  and  others  associated  with  the  DWI  apprehension/arrest/adjudication 
process. 


Goals: 
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Objectives: 


1 .  Purctiase  new  simulators  used  for  calibration  of  breath  instruments. 

2.  Provide  breath  alcohol  instrument  maintenance,  repairs  and  service  for  MSHP  instruments  across  the  state, 
a  Purchase  portable  breath  testing  devices  for  use  in  the  state. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarteriy,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  atitMiy  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

-  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

-  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

'  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

■  Other  (er^  other  infornnrtion  or  material  that  supports  ttie  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whettier  ^ilar  acttvifles  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projenrts  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goats  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
jusdiflpatfon  is  provided. 

Ri^ULTS: 

At  this  firtie  current  generation  breath  instruments  are  being  introduced  into  the  field  for  use  by  law  enforcement.  Long  term 
results  have  not  been  measured  but  the  use  of  new  instruments  is  expected  to  enhance  law  enforcement  efforts  in  the  arrest 
and  conviction  of  impaired  drivers.  The  equipment  listed  below  was  purchased  under  this  grant  for  distribution  across  the 
state  as  law  enforcement  officers  receive  the  appropriate  training 

170  wet  bath  simulators 

93  portable  breath  testing  devices 

85  diy  gas  cylinders 


FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$188,450.00  $183,457.10 

HS  CONTACT: 

Jackie  Rogers 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


Breath  Alcohol  irffitrument  Upgrade  #2 


14-164-AL-001 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


AL 


6,000,000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


Law  Enforcement 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Missouri  Safefy  Center 


Mr.  Terry  Butler 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Instrument  and  Equipment  Purchase: 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  purchase  breath  alcohol  testing  instruments  for  placement  with  Missouri  law  enforcement 
agencies  across  the  state.  Instruments  will  be  placed  with  law  enforcement  agencies  based  on  the  placement  and 
distribution  schedule  approved  by  the  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation,  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division. 

The  MSC  will  work  with  The  University  of  Central  Missouri's  Procurement  and  Materials  Management  office  to  establish  a 
cooperative  bid  with  each  manufacturer  for  the  purchase  of  breath-alcohol  instruments  recently  placed  on  Missouri's 
approved  list  and  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  State  laws  and  university  regulations. 

The  three  "new"  instruments  approved  by  the  Missouri  Department  of  Health  and  Senior  Services'  Breath  Alcohol  Program 
for  use  in  evidential  breath  alcohol  testing:  CMI,  Inc.  -  Intoxilyzer  8000;  Intoximeters  -  ECIR  2;  and  National  Patent  Analytical 
Systems  -  Datamaster  DMT 

Breath  Alcohol  Instrument  Placement: 

The  MSC  will  work  with  MoDOT,  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  staff,  to  notify  the  selected  law  enforcement  agencies  of  the 
plan  to  replace/upgrade  breath  alcohol  testing  instruments  in  the  state.  In  addition,  a  Memorandum  of  Understanding  will  be 
developed  between  the  partidiKrting  law  enforcement  agency,  MoDOT  and  MSC  to  outline  requirements  of  the  agreement 
between  the  three  parties  for  placement  of  the  new  Instrument. 

The  MSC  will  maintain  a  list  of  all  instruments  placed  with  law  enforcement  agencies.  The  listing  will  include  the  name  of  the 
law  enforcement  agency,  type  of  instrument,  model  and  serial  number,  and  any  other  pertinent  infonrnation.  An  inventory 
listing  will  be  kept  by  MSC  and  monitored  at  least  every  other  year  to  ensure  that  the  Instrument  is  still  at  the  assigned 
department,  being  used  for  the  intended  purpose  and  is  still  in  good  operating  condition. 

Training: 

Internal  (MSC  Staff)  Training: 

The  MSC  staff  assigned  to  the  Impaired  Driving  Countermeasures  (IDC)  project  will  attend  the  necessary  factory  technician 
training  on  each  new  breath-alcohol  instrument.  Typically,  factory  service  training  is  fi'om  3  to  5  days  in  length  and 
conducted  on-site  at  the  manufecturer's  fecility. 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  provide  tnaining  to  Missouri  law  enforcement  officers  who  meet  the  requirements  under 
Missouri  statutes  for  Peace  Officer  Standards  and  Training  (POST).  Students  and/or  their  departments  will  be  responsible 
for  costs  associated  with  travel  and  lodging.  In  addition,  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  prepare  all  instructional  materials, 
schedule  and  advertise  the  training  programs,  maintain  the  appropriate  training  records,  and  provide  POST  CEU's.  The 
following  training  will  be  offered: 

•Type  II  Supervisor  training  for  up  to  65  Missouri  law  enforcement  officers. 
■Type  III  Operator  training  for  up  to  350  law  enforcement  officers. 
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■Type  II  Update  training  for  up  to  31 5  law  enforcement  officers. 
■Type  III  Operator  lab  for  up  to  200  law  enforcement  officers. 
■Type  II  Lab  training  for  up  to  90  law  enforcement  officers. 

Returned  Breath-Alcohol  Instrument  Reallocation: 

1.  All  of  the  older  instruments  that  are  returned  will  be  evaluated  as  to  condition  and  status  by  a  lab  technician  with  MSG. 

2.  All  instruments  that  are  serviceable  will  be  reassigned  to  the  field.  Those  instruments  that  are  not  serviceable  will  be 
scheduled  for  dis-assembly  and  recycling.  No  instruments  will  be  disposed  of  intact. 

Personnel:  The  Missouri  Safisty  Center  will  provide  the  fUll-time  professional  staff  and  additional  support  staff  to  perform  the 

duties  of  this  grant:  Professional  Staff,  Robert  Welsh  at  90%  of  salary  plus  fringe  at  $72,102.96  (*match  =  $8,071.45). 
Support  Staff  #1,  Lab  Technician  at  100%  of  salary  and  fringe  at  $43,595.70.  The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  utilize 
additional  trainers  (temporary  employees)  to  assist  with  the  statewide  training  requirements  of  this  project. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Between  2009  and  2011,  there  were  a  total  of  447,397  Missouri  traffic  crashes  where  2,485  people  were  Idiied  and  1 8,279 

suffered  disabling  injuries.  Drivers  impaired  by  alcohol  and  other  drugs  were  responsible  for  a  significant  number  of  these 
deaths  and  injuries.  During  the  same  time  period,  there  were  21 ,947  alcohol  or  drug  impaired  traffic  crashes  resulting  in  755 
deaths  and  2,051  serious  injuries.  It  should  be  noted  that  impaired  driving  may  be  an  even  greater  problem  than  these  data 
suggest  because  impaired  driving  is  under-reported  as  a  contributing  factor  in  traffic  crashes.  In  addition,  87.3%  of  impaired 
drivers  Idlled  also  failed  to  wear  a  safety  belt  further  compounding  the  problem  of  Impaired  driving. 

Impaired  driving  and  other  traffic  safety  cases  can  be  among  the  most  difficult  to  prosecute  due  to  the  technical  and  scientific 
nature  of  the  evidence  involved  and  the  general  indinafion  of  juries  to  disregard  the  serious  nature  of  these  offenses. 
Tlierefbre,  it  is  imperative  that  law  enforcement  officers  have  access  to  new  technology  and  training. 

The  majority  of  breath-alcohol  testing  instruments  currently  in  use  by  Missouri's  law  enforcement  agencies  are  approximately 
15-20  years  old,  many  of  which  have  performed  thousands  of  breath  tests.  While  they  continue  to  perform  accurate  and 
precise  test  results  the  ability  to  provide  on-going  maintenance  and  repair  could  affect  performance  and  call  into  question 
their  reliability. 

The  instrument  manufacturers  no  longer  produce  the  existing  models  in  fevor  of  new  generation  units  maldng  access  to 

replacement  parts  or  complete  units  very  difficult.  If  not  impossible  in  many  cases.  Therefore,  effective  service  and 
maintenance  of  an  aging  inventory  of  instruments  is  a  growing  challenge.  The  logical  course  of  action  is  to  replace  these 
instruments  with  newer  generation  models. 

In  addition,  the  number  of  breath  Instruments  approved  in  the  state  has  been  limited.  The  Missouri  Department  of  l-lealth  and 

Senior  Services'  Breath  Alcohol  Program  recently  approved  three  newer  models  of  breath  instruments.  This  has  created  an 
opportunity  to  purchase  and  replace  a  majority  of,  if  not  all,  of  the  State's  aging  inventory  with  updated  instrumentation,  using 
the  newest  technologies  available. 

Missouri's  Blueprint  to  Save  More  Lives  (2012-2016)  established  "increase  efforts  to  reduce  the  number  of 
suljstanoe-impaired  vehicle  drivers  and  motorcycle  operators"  as  one  of  the  necessary  nine  strategies. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Goals: 

1.  To  reduce  deaths  and  injuries  associated  with  crashes  involving  impaired  drivers;  and 

2.  To  increase  DWi  arrests  and  conviction  rates  through  the  use  of  technology  and  training  of  law  enforcement  personnel, 
Department  of  Revenue  attorneys,  prosecutors,  judges  and  others  associated  with  the  DWI  apprehension/anest/adjudication 

process. 

Objectives: 

1.  Purchase  new  breath  alcohol  instruments  for  placement  across  the  state. 

2.  Provide  breath  alcohol  instrument  maintenance,  repairs  and  service  for  law  enforcement  agencies  across  the  state. 

3.  Provide  technical  training  to  law  enforcement  officers  and  others  in  the  criminal  justice  system  In  the  area  of  breath  alcohol 
Instrumentation. 

4.  Provide  coordination,  expert  testimony  and  consultation  to  agencies  across  the  state  in  the  area  of  breath  alcohol  testing. 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administnativeiy  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  voudiers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 
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2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  ttie  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  vn^in  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

■  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  progiairs,  evaluations  If  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 

documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

•  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

-  Other  (any  other  Information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  In  general  and  Vma  particular  projed  specifically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

•  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

Below  Is  a  detailed  list  of  the  activities  conducted  by  the  Missouri  Safety  Center  during  fhe  grwit  year. 

Oct/2013: 

•  Assigned  25  DMT  breath  Instruments  to  the  following  21  agencies:  Richmond  PD,  Pleasant  Valley  PD,  Grandview  PD,  Oak 

Grove  PD,  Johnson  Co  SO,  Platte  Co  SO,  St.  Louis  Co  PD  (4),  Hillsboro  PD,  Eureka  PD,  St.  Louis  Co  Intake  (2),  Frontenac 
PD,  Sunset  Hills  PD,  Marshall  PD,  Richmond  Heights  PD,  Higginsville  PD,  Sedalia  PD,  Grandview  PD,  Neosho  PD,  Peculiar 
PD,  and  Carl  Junction  PD.  Note:  In  addition  to  placing  the  instruments,  35  Type  lis  were  trained  with  the  agencies  above. 

Nov/2013: 

■  Ordered  18  breath  alcohol  simulators 

■  Ordered  the  following  breath-alcohol  Instruments:  44  EC/IR  lis,  14  DMTs,  44  AS  IVs,  and  54  FST  (PBT) 

■  Assigned  25  EC/IR  I!  breath  Instruments  to  the  following  23  agencies:  Wentzville  PD,  Florissant  PD  (2),  St.  Louis  Metro  PD 

(2),  University  City  PD,  Kirkwood  PD,  Ellisville  PD,  Manchester  PD,  Ballwin  PD,  Hazehwood  PD,  Chesterfield  PD,  Des  Peres 
PD,  Bellefontaine  Neighbors  PD,  St.  Peters  PD,  Rock  Hills  PD,  New  Haven  PD,  Lfrice  Saint  Louis  PD,  Olivette  PD,  Town  and 
Country  PD,  Foristell  PD,  Ferguson  PD,  Overland  PD,  O'Fallon  PD,  and  Byrnes  Mill  PD.  Note:  In  addition  to  placing  the 
instruments,  27  Type  lis  were  trained  with  the  agencies  above. 

Dec/2013: 

-  Received  shipments  of  EC/IR  Us,  DMTs  and  AS  IV  breath  instruments 

■  Assigned  DMT  to  Caruthersville  PD 

The  following  agencies  returned  old  breath  instruments:  Creve  Coeur  PD,  Joplin  PD,  Lee's  Summit  PD,  Johnson  Co  SD, 

Hillsboro  PD,  Springfield  PD 

Feb/2014: 

■  The  following  four  agencies  retumed  old  breath  instruments:  Kansas  City  PD,  St.  Louis  PD,  O'Fallon  PD  and  Foristell  PD 
Mar/2014: 

■  Assigned  nine  EC/IR  II  breath  instruments  to  the  following  six  agencies:  Washington  PD,  DeSoto  PD,  Jefferson  County  (3), 
Union  PD,  Gerald  PD  and  Franl<lin  Co  SD.  Note:  In  addition  to  placing  the  instruments,  ten  Type  lis  were  trained  with  the 
agencies  above. 

•  The  followfng  seven  s^endes  returned  old  bres^  Instruments:  SL  Louis  Metro  PD,  Oak  Grove  PD,  Jefferson  Co  SD, 
Union  PD,  Richnxmd  Heights  PD,  Town  and  Country  PD  and  Bellfontaine  Neighbors  PD 

Apr/2014: 

-  Assigned  three  AS  IV  breath  instruments  to  the  following  agencies:  Wellston  PD,  Wright  City  PD  and  Woodson  Terrace  PD 

•  Trained  12  Type  lis  for  the  following  agencies;  Ferguson  PD  (1),  Hanlsonville  PD  (1),  Smithville  PD  (1),  Raymore  PD  (2). 
Clay  County  SD  (3),  Warrensburg  PD  (2)  and  Raytown  PD  (2) 

-  The  following  1 1  agencies  retumed  old  breath  instruments:  Woodson  Ten-ace  PD,  Harrisonville  PD,  Olivette  PD,  Ballwin 
PD,  Frontenac  PD,  Manchester  PD,  SL  Louis  Co  Intake,  Ferguson  PD,  Wentzville  PD,  SL  Peters  PD  and  Lamonte  PD 

May/2014: 

■  Assigned  EC/IR  II  breath  instruments  to  the  following  eight  agencies:  Odessa  PD,  Henry  County  SD,  Butler  PD, 
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Harrisonville  PD,  Smithville  PD,  Warrensburg  PD,  Raytown  PD  and  Raymore  PD 

■  Assigned  an  Intoxilizer  8000  to:  Carthage  PD 

Note:  In  addition  to  placing  thie  instnjments,  ten  Type  lis  were  trained  with  tlie  agencies  above. 
Junf2014: 

•  Assigned  two  DMT  breath  instruments  at  the  following  agencies:  Chillicothe  and  UCIW  PD  (MSC  unit) 

•  Trained  six  Type  lis  for  the  AS  IV  unit  (not  new  placements) 

■  Trained  40  Type  Ills  for  Maryland  Heights  PD  on  new  unit 

■  Trained  nine  Type  Ills  for  UCMO  DPS  on  new  unit 

Jul/2014: 

■  Reevaluated  new  breath  instrument  needs  -  determined  a  need  for  13  EC/IR  lis  and  64  DMT  breath  instruments  to  finish 
the  placement  program 

Assigned  EC/IR  II  breath  instruments  to  the  following  six  agencies:  Riverside  DPS,  Lake  Lotawana  PD,  Belton  PD,  Rolla 

PD,  Waynesville  PD  and  Holts  Summit  PD 

Note:  In  addition  to  placing  the  instruments,  seven  Type  lis  were  trained  with  the  agencies  above. 

Jul/2014: 

'  The  following  ten  agencies  returned  old  breath  instruments:  UCMO  DPS,  Chillicothe  PD,  Independence  PD,  Odessa  PD 
Maryland  l-ieights  PD,  Webster  Groves  PD,  KIrkwood  PD,  Washington  PD,  Des  Peres  PD  and  Franklin  CO  SD 

■  The  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol  returned  28  old  Dalamaster  breath  instruments 

Aug/2014: 

•  Ordered  13  EC/IR  II  and  64  DMT  breath  Instruments 

■  The  following  six  agencies  returned  old  breath  instruments:  Lake  Winnebago  PD,  NWMO  PD,  Maryland  Heights  PD, 
Duquesne  PD,  Henry  CO  SD  and  Lake  Lotawana  PD 

Sep/2014: 

•  Assigned  a  DMT  breath  instrument  to  Leadington  PD 

•  Assigned  AS  IV  breath  instruments  to  Branson  West  PD  and  UMKC  PD 

■  The  following  four  agencies  returned  old  breath  instruments:  Franklin  CO  SD,  Eureka  PD,  Leadington  PD  and  North 

Kansas  City  PD 

-  Breath  instrument  placement  in  the  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City  regions  are  nearly  100%  completed  and  will  begin  moving 
out  toward  the  rural  parts  of  the  State.  Both  regional  and  MSC  training  sites  are  being  utilized. 

The  Missouri  Safsfy  Center  also  provkles  coonjinatton,  expert  testimony  and  consultation  to  agencies  across  the  state  in  the 
area  of  breath  alcohol  testing.  Several  subpoenas  were  received  and  steff  complied  with  and/or  assisted  as  needed: 

■  January  2014  -  St.  Francois  Counfy  (Felony  DWI  w/bijury) 

■  February  2014  -  Cedar  County  (Misdemeanor  DWI) 

•  July  2014  -  Saline  County  (Felony  DWI) 

•  August  2014  -  Ray  County  (Misdemeanor  DWI) 

■  September  2014  -  St.  Louis  County  (Misdemeanor  DWI) 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

164AL/20.608  $1,284,531.40  $1,282,167.06 

MS  CONTACT: 

Jackie  Rogers 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


Traffic  Safety  Resource  Prosecutor 
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PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Tills  project  will  provide  continuing  fegal  education  programs,  consultation  in  complex  prosecutions,  and  technical 
assistance  and  other  resources  to  Missouri  prosecutors  and  law  enforcement  officers  to  improve  their  ability  to  investigate 
and  prosecute  violations  of  Missouri's  traffic  safety  laws.  The  Missouri  Office  of  Prosecution  Services  received  contracts 
from  the  Division  of  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  in  fiscal  years  2005,  2006,  2007,  2008,  2009,  2010,  2011,  2012  and  2013  to 
fund  the  Traffic  Safety  Resource  Prosecutor  project.  The  MOPS  office  will  continue  this  project  for  the  upcoming  fiscal  year. 

A)  PERSONNEL:  MOPS  will  provide  an  experienced  attorney  to  serve  as  the  Traffic  Safety  Resource  Prosecutor  who  will 
oversee  this  project.  Fifty  percent  of  the  TSRP's  salary  will  be  paid  under  this  grant  and  50  percent  of  the  salary  will  be  paid 
with  MOPS  funding.  This  position  will  also  serve  as  the  Deputy  Director  and  supervise  the  activities  of  a  staff  attorney 
whose  salary  and  duties  will  be  allocated  50  percent  to  the  TSRP  project  and  50  percent  to  general  MOPS  programs  and 
activities. 

The  TSRP  project  will  provide  training,  technical  assistance,  reference  materials,  consultation  and  assistance  with  complex 
prosecutions,  and  other  general  guidance  to  Mtesouri  pnasecutors  and  law  enforcement  officers.  In  addition,  the  TSRP  will 
serve  as  a  liaison  with  relevant  committees,  task  forces  and  vicUm  advocacy  groups. 

The  staff  under  this  project  will  provide  technical  assistance  and  serve  as  consultants  to  Missouri  prosecutors  and  law 
enforcement  officers  through  telephone  assistance,  email  and  personal  visits  to  prosecutor  offices  as  necessary.  For  this 
reason,  the  supporting  budget  will  iriefude  amounts  fbr  general  office  operations,  including  but  not  limited  to,  phone  charges, 
office  and  training  supplies,  equipment,  postage  and  professional  dues. 

The  staff  will  remain  current  on  traffic  safety  issues  and  problems  in  Missouri  and  nationally  by  visiting  prosecutor  offices, 
attending  task  force  and  committee  meetings,  attending  local  and  national  traffic  safety  conferences,  and  attending 
meetings  with  local  and  national  traffic  safety  partners.  For  this  reason,  the  supporting  budget  will  include  amounts  for 
travel  including,  but  not  limited  to,  attendance  at  conferences  within  Missouri,  visits  to  local  prosecuting  attorney  offices, 
attendance  at  task  force  and  committee  meetings,  assistance  in  training  at  Missouri  DRE  schools,  assistance  with  other 
prosecutor  or  law  enforcement  training,  participating  in  the  statewide  and  elected  prosecutor  training,  attending  national 
traffic  safety  conferences,  attending  meetings  of  the  National  Association  of  Prosecutor  Coordinators,  and  attending 
meetings  of  Traffic  Safety  Resource  Pnjsecutors  fi^m  around  the  nation. 

B)  TRAINING  PROGRAMS  AND  EQUIPMENT:  MOPS  will  provide  continuing  professional  education  programs  for 
Missouri  prosecutors  and  law  enforcement  officers  to  improve  their  abflHy  to  investigate  and  prosecute  traffic  safety 
violations.  This  will  include  both  basic  training  for  new  prosecutors  and  officers  and  advanced  training  for  experienced 
prosecutors  and  officers  handling  complex  cases.  The  potential  training  audience  will  be  county  prosecuting  attorneys  and 
their  assistant  prosecutors  and  staff,  full  time  municipal  prosecutors,  law  enforcement  officers,  circuit,  associate  circuit  and 
municipal  judges,  and  other  related  traffic  safety  personnel.  The  training  offered  will  include,  but  not  be  limited  to; 

1)  a  general  traffic  safety  conference  available  to  ail  Missouri  prosecutors  and  law  enforcement  officers  as  well  as  other 
traffic  safety  organizations  and  professionals; 

2)  a  specialized  program  for  Missouri  prosecutors  focusing  on  complex  traffic  safety  issues,  with  an  emphasis  on  impaired 
driving  topics; 
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3)  an  introductory  course  for  new  prosecutors  and  law  enforcement  officers  covering  basic  tssu^  of  DWI  enforcement  and 
prosecution,  and  focusing  on  building  relationships  and  improving  communication  between  prosecutors  and  officers; 

4)  lialf  or  full-day  In  service  workshops,  scheduled  as  needed  or  upon  request,  for  prosecutors  and  law  enforcement 
officers;  and 

5)  additional  workshops,  conferences  and  webinars  focusing  on  new  or  complex  issues,  scheduled  as  necessary. 

Costs  to  be  covered  will  include,  but  may  not  be  limited  to,  meeting  room  expense,  rental  of  A/V  equipment  meals, 
conference  materials  and  supplies,  promotional  items,  MOPS  staff  expenses,  speaker  fees  and  travel  expenses,  and 
lodging  expenses  for  attendees  from  the  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol  and  other  agencies  that  may  have  limited  training 

budgets.  Registration  fees  may  be  charged  for  some  or  all  of  these  programs  to  cover  costs  not  payable  from  federal  funds. 
Those  fees  will  be  tracked  and  go  back  In  to  the  Impaired  driving  programs  that  the  fees  were  collected  for. 

C)  REFERENCE  MATERIALS:  A  major  goal  of  the  TSRP  project  is  to  produce  and  provide  quality,  up-to-date  legal 
materials  to  assist  prosecutors,  law  enforcement  officers  and  other  traffic  safety  professionals  to  more  effectively  investigate 
and  prosecute  traffic  safety  cases.  This  will  include  a  newsletter,  to  be  published  bi-monthly,  with  case  law,  administrative 
and  legislative  updates,  and  development  of  PowerPoint  presentations  and  other  computer  based  training  in  the  area  of 
fraffle  safety.  This  will  also  Include  updating  the  "DWI  Resource  Manual  ior  Missouri  Prosecutors"  as  necessary.  This  may 
also  Include  the  purchase  of  manuals  or  other  reference  materials  that  may  be  necessary,  or  the  purchase  of  transcripts  of 
trials  or  hearings  where  new  or  emerging  Issues  were  dealt  with,  or  relevant  expert  testimony  was  presented.  The 
supporting  budget  will  include  amounts  for  reference  materials  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the  production  of  electronic 
copies  of  the  DWI  Resource  Manual,  the  newsletter,  and  other  materials,  printing  of  hard  copies  of  the  manual  and  other 
reference  materials,  the  distribution  of  these  materials,  and  the  purchase  of  relevant  materials  or  transcripts. 

D)  OTHER  EQUIPMENT:  Another  goal  of  the  TSRP  project  is  to  encourage  prosecutors  to  seek  search  warrants  in  every 
case  where  an  Impaired  driving  suspect  refuses  to  provide  a  sample  for  chemical  testing  and  to  facilitate  the  search  warrant 
application  process.  The  supporting  budget  will  include,  but  not  be  limited  to,  the  purchase  of  laptop  computers  or  tablets 
that  may  be  used  to  draft  and  submit  search  wanant  applications  artd  printers  to  print  ropies  of  the  application  and  warrant 
for  review  and  signature  by  prosecutors  and  judges.  Counties  will  be  encouraged  to  apply  for  funding  for  this  equipment. 
The  MOPS  office  will  select  those  counties  to  be  funded  based  on  criteria  which  may  include,  but  not  be  limited  to:  the 
number  of  impaired  driving  arrests  in  the  county  in  the  preceding  year,  whether  the  county  has  a  history  of  actively  seeking 
warrants  from  impaired  driving  suspects  who  refuse  chemical  tests,  demonstrated  financial  need,  and  whether  the  courts  in 
the  county  are  cooperative  in  the  search  warrant  process.  Prior  approval  from  MoDOT,  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division 
is  required  for  all  equipment  purchases  of  $5,000  or  more. 

E)  TRAFFIC  SAFETY  LIAISON  ACTIVITIES:  The  TSRP  will  also  act  as  a  dedicated  liaison  between  the  state's  prosecutors 
and  the  traffic  safety  community  to  work  toward  better  coordination  in  the  investigation  and  prosecution  of  traffic  safety 
violations.  It  is  assumed  that  no  additional  resources  will  be  required  for  these  activities. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Between  2010  and  2012,  2,423  people  were  killed  and  146,133  people  were  injured  in  traffic  crashes  occum'ng  on  Missouri 

roadways.  Drivers  impaired  by  alcohol  and  other  drugs  were  responsible  for  a  significant  number  of  these  deaths  and  injuries. 
Between  2010  and  2012,  636  people  were  killed  and  10,500  people  were  injured  in  crashes  where  alcohol  impairment  was 
Identified  as  a  contributing  factor  In  the  crash.  Although  these  statistics  are  alarming,  impaired  driving  is  an  even  greater 
problem  than  they  suggest  because  impaired  driving  is  under-reported  as  a  contributing  factor  in  traffic  crashes. 

Impaired  driving  and  other  traffic  safety  cases  can  be  among  the  most  difficult  to  prosecute  due  to  the  technical  and 
scientific  nature  of  the  evidence  involved  and  the  general  inclination  of  juries  to  disregard  the  serious  nature  of  these 
offenses.  Prosecutors  often  do  not  have  technical  expertise  in  these  areas  or  access  to  the  resources  necessary  to 
prosecute  these  cases.  In  contrast,  a  highly  specialized  defense  bar  has  developed  in  Missouri.  Because  impaired  driving 
defendants  are  often  willing  to  spend  thousands  of  dollars  to  defeat  the  charges  against  them,  the  defense  bar  has  access  to 
training,  expert  witnesses  and  other  resources  that  are  out  of  reach  of  most  prosecuting  attorneys. 

Thus,  there  is  a  need  in  Missouri  for  ah  accessible  source  of  training,  Information  and  other  resources  on  Impaired  driving 
and  other  traffic  safety  Issues.  This  training  needs  to  be  consistent,  continual,  and  progressive.  The  Traffic  Safety 
Resource  Prosecutor  project  has  provided  the  necessary  training  and  resources.  It  is  important  to  continue  this  project  as 

new  issues  and  challenges  are  raised  almost  daily  in  impaired  driving  prosecutions.  Moreover,  due  to  high  turnover  rates  in 
prosecuting  attorney  offices,  there  is  a  constant  stream  of  new  and  inexperienced  attomeys  handling  Impaired  driving  cases. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

The  goal  of  this  project  Is  to  provide  continuing  legal  education  programs,  consultation  and  technical  assistance  focusing  on 
impaired  driving  and  other  traffic  safety  issues  to  Missouri  prosecutors.  This  project  will  also  provide  POST-approved  training 
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on  impaired  driving  enforcement  to  IVIissouri  law  enforcement  officers. 
Objectives: 

1 .  Conduct  a  minimum  of  twelve  (12)  training  programs  for  Missouri  prosecutors,  law  enforcement  officers,  and  other  traffic 
safety  advocates. 

2.  Publish  up  to  six  (6)  editions  of  Traffic  Safety  News. 

3.  Provide  technical  assistance  as  requested. 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

■  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  dass,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  Items  or  education  materials  produced  or 

purchased) 

■  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysts. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. Participants  in  all  training  programs  will  be  asked  to  complete  evaluations  to  rate  the  effectiveness  of 
the  training  provided.  In  addition,  the  success  of  this  project  may  be  judged  on  the  extent  to  which  multiple  jurisdictions 
around  the  state  are  being  reached.  Records  of  all  persons  attending  training  will  be  maintained.  POST  and  CLE 
accreditation  will  be  sought  for  training  where  applicable.  A  log  will  be  kept  of  all  persons  requesting  technical  assistance 
and/or  reference  materials. 

RESULTS: 

This  project  was  moved  to  405  (d)  funding  with  a  project  number  of  14-M5CS-03-001.  In  FY  2014,  these  projects  provided  for 
a  traffic  safety  resource  prosecutor  to  focus  on  traffic  safety  issues,  particularly  impaired  driving,  and  serve  as  a  resource  to 
other  prosecutors  and  law  enforcement  officers  on  these  issues.  This  position  is  shared  between  two  attorneys,  one  of  whom 
also  serves  as  the  Deputy  Director  of  the  Missouri  Office  of  Prosecution  Services  and  one  whom  also  serves  as  a  special 
prosecutor  for  general  projects.  Each  person  is  funded  50%  on  the  grant. 

The  activities  of  these  two  attorneys  will  be  described  collectively  as  the  work  of  the  Traffic  Safety  Resource  Prosecutor  or 
TSRP  Program  as  most  projects  were  a  collaborative  effort.  The  goals  of  the  program  are  to  present  training  programs, 
provide  reference  materials,  act  as  a  traffic  safety  liaison,  and  provide  technical  assistance  upon  request. 

I.  Training  Programs 

Pursuant  to  the  grant  award  one  of  the  primary  functions  of  the  Traffic  Safety  Resource  Prosecutor  Program  was  to  provide 
training  to  prosecutors,  law  enforcement  officers  and  others  on  Impaired  driving  and  other  traffic  safety  issues.  To  accomplish 

this  goal,  funds  were  received  to  conduct  one  general  traffic  safety  conference  available  to  all  Missouri  prosecutors  and  law 
enforcement  officers,  a  trial  advocacy  program  focusing  on  complex  traffic  safety  prosecutions,  one  "Protecting  Lives,  Saving 
Futures"  course  for  new  prosecutors  and  law  enforcement  officers,  a  DRE  and  SFST  Recertification  and  Refresher 
worlcshop,  in-service  workshops  scheduled  as  needed  or  upon  request,  and  additional  workshops  or  conferences  focusing  on 
new  or  emergir^  Issues,  scheduled  as  needed.  The  overall  objective  was  to  conduct  a  minimum  of  twelve  training  programs 
for  Missouri  prosecutors  and  law  enforcement  officers. 


A.  DWI/Trafflc  Safety  Conference 
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The  anniral  DWl/Traffic  Safety  Confemnce  was  held  from  June  4-6, 2014,  fn  Osage  Beach.  For  the  fourth  year,  Wis 

conference  was  combined  with  the  annual  DRE  and  SFST  Recertification  training.  Tine  combined  conference  was  attended 
by  a  total  of  162  people,  including  127  law  enforcement  officers,  19  prosecutors,  and  16  other  traffic  safety  advocates.  All 
attendees  received  training  on:  understanding  the  threat  posecl  by  sovereign  citizens,  presenting  effective  DRE  testimony, 
cunrent  drug  trends,  innovative  approaches  to  DWI  enfore^ment,  the  toxicology  of  marijuana,  investigating  and  prosecuting 
the  synthetic  drug  case,  eye  signs  as  Mi^ftons  of  impaimient,  and  street  survival  for  the  road  officer. 

B.  Lethal  Weapon 

The  trial  advocacy  course  offered      year  was  called  Lethal  Weapon.  This  course  was  held  in  Kansas  City  from  September 
17-19,  2014.  This  course  was  attended  by  a  total  of  23  people,  including  13  prosecutors  from  around  the  state  and  10 
troopers  who  all  serve  as  crash  reconstructionists  in  their  jurisdictions.  Attendees  received  training  on;  the  reconstruction 
vocabulary,  pedestrian  reconstruction  methodologies,  single  vehicle  collisions,  evaluating  defense  expert  reports,  making  a 
case  wfth  no  or  bad  SFSTs.  defending  the  results  of  a  blood  test,  the  equipment  and  technology  used  in  crash  reconstruction, 
and  identifying  and  proving  criminal  negligence. 

Although  the  trial  advocacy  course  is  usually  open  to  only  prosecutors,  the  decision  was  made  for  this  class  to  include  a 
Highway  Patrol  reconstructionist  from  every  troop.  The  primary  presenter  for  this  conference  was  John  Kwasnoski,  a 
nationally  renowned  reconstruction  expert.  The  troopers  who  attended  this  training  will  be  able  to  rely  on  Professor 
Kwasnoski  for  advice  and  consult  in  future  cases,  including  the  troop  reconstructionists  also  allowed  for  them  to  network  with 

prosecutors  from  their  respective  jurisdictions. 

C.  Protecting  Lives,  Saving  Futures 

The  Protecting  Lives,  Saving  Futures  conference  was  held  from  March  5-7,  2014,  in  Columbia.  This  conference  brought 
together  prosecutors  and  law  enforcement  officers  to  receive  training  on  how  DWI  investigations  and  prosecutions  can  be 
improved  with  effective  communication  and  teamwork.  This  training  was  attended  by  a  total  of  35  people,  including  24  law 
enforcement  officers  and  1 1  prosecutors.  At  this  conference,  attendees  received  training  on  detection  of  impaired  drivers, 
overcoming  common  defense  challenges,  writing  an  effective  DWI  report,  understanding  standardized  field  sobriety  testing, 
understanding  HGN,  and  pretrial  preparation  in  the  DWI  case.  The  students  also  participated  in  a  controlled  drinldng 
workshop  which  allowed  them  to  witness  intoxicated  subjects  performing  standardized  field  sobriety  tests. 

D.  Additional  in-service  workshops  and  training  programs 

Other  training  programs  were  offered  to  prosecutors  and  law  enforcement  officers  in  FY  2014  by  request  or  where  an  interest 
or  need  was  determined  to  exist.  These  programs  are  described  below. 

1 .  On  October  10-11,  2013,  an  ARiDE  class  was  conducted  in  Springfield  in  conjunction  with  the  Greene  County  Sheriff's 
Department.  This  class  was  attended  by  2  prosecutors,  13  law  enforcement  officers,  and  one  other  traffic  safety  advocate  for 
a  total  of  16  people. 

2.  On  March  26-27, 2014,  an  ARIDE  class  was  conducted  In  conjunction  with  the  Jefferson  County  Sheriff's  Department 
This  class  was  attended  by  2  prosecutors,  17  law  enforcement  officers,  and  one  other  traffic  safety  advocate  for  a  total  of  20 

people. 

3.  On  May  6-7, 2014,  an  ARIDE  class  was  conducted  in  conjunction  with  the  Joplin  Police  Department.  A  total  of  21  people 
attended  this  class,  including  1  prosecutor  and  20  law  enforcement  officers. 

4.  On  June  30, 2014,  a  webinar  entitled  "DWI  Case  Law  Update:  January — June  2014"  was  conducted.  A  total  of  80  people 
participated  in  this  webinar,  including  21  prosecutors,  44  law  enforcement  officers,  and  15  other  traffic  safety  advocates. 

5.  On  July  10-11, 2014,  an  ARIDE  class  was  conducted  in  conjunction  with  the  Cass  County  Sheriffs  (Mce.  A  total  of  13 
people  attended  this  class,  all  law  enforcement  officers. 

6.  On  July  11 ,  2014,  a  class  was  held  for  the  St.  Louis  City  Circuit  Attorney's  Office  entitled  "Overcoming  Common 
Challenges  in  DWI  Cases."  This  class  was  attended  by  25  people,  all  assistant  circuit  attorneys  or  legal  intems. 

7.  On  August  11-12,  2014,  an  ARIDE  classwasconductedinconjunction  with  the  Nixa  Police  Department.  A  total  of  13 
people  attended  this  class,  all  law  enforcement  officers. 

8.  On  August  14,  2014,  a  Cops  in  Court  class  was  conducted  in  conjunction  with  the  Callaway  County  Prosecutor's  Office.  A 
total  of  19  people  attended,  all  law  enforcement  officers. 
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In  total,  there  were  11  training  programs  presented  by  the  Traffie  Safety  Resource  Pnosecutor  Program  in  FY  2014  whtdi 
were  attended  by  a  combined  total  of  427  people.  This  total  Includes  107  prosecutors,  300  law  enforcement  ofRcers,  and  37 
other  traffic  safety  advocates. 

E.  Other  Training 

In  addition  to  the  above  training  programs  that  were  planned  and  funded  with  the  grant,  the  TSRP  Program  also  served  as  an 
instructor  or  arranged  for  presentations  at  various  seminars  as  described  below. 

On  February  14,  2014,  the  TSRP  program  gave  a  presentation  entitled  "Special  Considerations  in  Prosecuting  a  DWI"  at  the 

Prosecutors  Bootcamp  training  hosted  by  the  Missouri  Office  of  Prosecution  Services. 

On  March  14, 2014,  the  TSRP  Program  presented  a  lecture  on  the  legal  aspects  of  sobriety  checkpoints  at  a  checkpoint 
supervisor  class  In  Columbia. 

On  March  19,  2014,  the  TSRP  Program  was  part  of  a  panel  presentation  on  the  impact  of  Missouri  v.  McNeely  at  the  MADD 
No  Refusal  Workshop  in  Seattle. 

On  April  23, 2014,  the  TSRP  Program  presented  a  lecture  on  Courtroom  Preparation  and  Testimony  at  the  Drug  Recognition 
Expert  school  held  at  the  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol  Law  Enforcement  Academy  in  Jefferson  City. 

On  June  13, 2014,  the  TSRP  Program  presented  on  prosecuting  DWI  cases  to  the  law  clerks  of  the  Missouri  Supreme  Court. 

On  July  17, 2014,  the  TSRP  Program  presented  on  the  National  TSRP  Webinar  Series  at  the  annual  TSRP  meeting  in 
Denver. 

On  August  28,  2014,  the  TSRP  Program  was  part  of  a  panel  presentation  on  Best  Practices  for  DWI  Enforcement  at  the 
Annual  Meeting  and  Statewide  Training  of  the  Missouri  Association  of  Prosecuting  Attorneys.  This  presentation  focused  on 
No  Refusal  policies  and  the  use  of  electronic  search  wan^nts. 

On  September  24,  2014,  the  TSRP  Program  presented  a  lecture  on  Courtroom  Preparation  and  Testimony  at  the  Drug 
Recognition  Expert  school  held  at  the  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol  Law  Enforcement  Academy  in  Jefferson  City. 

II.  Reference  Materials 

Another  objective  of  the  Traffic  Safety  Resource  Prosecutor  Program  was  to  produce  and  distribute  reference  materials  for 
prosecutors  and  law  enforcement  officers.  This  goal  was  achieved  In  FY  2014  as  described  below. 

A.  Traffic  Safety  News 

Traffic  Safety  News  was  prepared  and  published  6  times  in  FY  2014.  These  newsletters  were  distributed  to  prosecutors,  law 
enforcement  officers,  and  other  Interested  traffic  safety  professionals  In  November  2013  and  in  January,  March,  May,  July 

and  September  2014.  These  newsletters  contained  case  law  and  legislative  updates,  training  announcements,  and  other 
information  and  articles  pertinent  to  traffic  safety.  The  newsletters  are  sent  out  in  electronic  format  to  a  list  of  several  hundred 
individuals. 

B.  Miscellaneous  Reference  Materials 

In  FY  2014,  the  TSRP  Program  also  prepared  and  distributed  legal  memoranda  on  emerging  issues.  The  first  outlined  the 
legal  requirements  for  search  warrants  in  Missouri  and  encouraged  prosecutors  around  the  state  to  use  electronic  means 
whenever  possible.  Another  memorandum  discussed  the  issue  with  the  calibration  of  breath  testing  instruments  and  provided 
prosecutors  with  arguments  in  response  to  defense  motions  on  this  Issue. 

The  TSRP  Program  also  purchased  and  distributed  "Kwasnoski's  Little  Red  Book,"  which  is  a  primer  on  crash  reconstruction 
for  prosecutors  and  law  enforcement  officers.  Copies  were  provided  to  each  Prosecuting  Attome/s  office  in  Missouri. 
Attendees  at  the  Lethal  Weapon  course  held  in  Kansas  City  were  also  provided  a  copy. 

The  TSRP  Program  also  printed  and  distributed  hard  copies  of  the  2013  revision  to  the  Standardized  Field  Sobriety  Testing 
Manual.  Copies  were  distributed  at  the  DWI/Traffic  Safety  and  DRE  Recertification  Conference  as  well  as  the  Missouri 
Association  of  Prosecuting  Attomeys  Annual  Meeting  and  Statewide  Training. 


III.  Traffic  Safety  Liaison 
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Another  goal  of  the  Traffic  Safety  Resource  Prosecutor  Program  was  to  serve  as  a  liaison  between  the  state's  prosecutors 

and  the  traffic  safety  community.  This  goal  was  achieved  through  serving  as  a  member  of  ttie  Impaired  Driving  Sut)Committee 
of  the  Missouri  Coalition  for  Roadway  Safety  and  the  DRE/SFST  Advisory  Board. 

The  TSRP  Program  also  convened  and  held  meetings  of  a  blood  draw  working  group  to  discuss  whether  and  how  to 

implement  a  law  enforcement  phlebotomy  program  in  Missouri. 

The  TSRP  Program  also  served  as  staff  counsel  to  the  DWI  Best  Practices  Subcommittee.  This  subcommittee  works  under 
the  umbrella  of  the  Missouri  Association  of  Prosecuting  Attorneys  Best  Practiceis  Committee.  To  date,  the  subcommittee 
proposed  and  approved  recommendations  that  every  prosecutor  adopt  a  no  refusal  policy  in  his  or  her  jurisdiction,  that 
search  warrants  be  secured  via  electronic  means,  that  law  enforcement  officers  inform  impaired  driving  suspects  that  a 
warrant  will  be  sought  in  the  event  of  a  chemical  test  refusal  as  an  addition  to  the  standard  implied  consent  warning,  and  that 
prosecutors  adopt  a  standard  set  of  bond  conditions  in  DWI  cases. 

The  Traffic  Safety  Resource  Prosecutors  also  participated  in  several  local,  state  and  national  conferences  and  meetings, 
including  the  lACP  International  Conference  on  Drugs  and  Driving  held  in  Phoenix,  the  Lifesavers  Conference  held  in 
Nashville,  the  Spring  and  Fall  Statewide  conferences  presented  by  the  Missouri  Association  of  Prosecuting  Attorneys,  the 
Winter  and  Summer  Conferences  of  the  National  Association  of  Prosecutor  Coordinators,  a  meeting  of  the  Traffic  Safety 
Resource  Prosecutors  fiiom  around  the  country,  meetings  of  the  Missouri  Coalition  for  Roadway  Safety,  the  Blueprint 
conference,  the  DWI  Unit  Workshop  in  Columbia,  SFST  Update  Workshops  in  Columbia  and  a  MADD  No  Refusal  Workshop 
in  Seattle. 

IV.  Technical  Assistance 

The  final  goal  of  the  Traffic  Safety  Resource  Prosecutor  Program  was  to  provide  technical  assistance  to  prosecutors  and  law 
enforcement  officers  upon  request.  In  FY  2014,  approximately  234  requests  for  technical  assistance  were  received  from 
prosecuting  attorney's  offices  and  law  enforcement  agencies  around  the  state.  In  response  to  these  requests  for  assistance, 
motion  responses  and  research  memorandums  were  drafted,  information  was  provided  on  expert  witnesses,  jury  instructions 
were  drafted,  appropriate  charging  was  dtecussed,  and  Information  and  materials  were  provided  on  various  impaired  driving 
topics. 

The  following  counties  and  agencies  received  technical  assistance  from  the  TSRP  Program  in  FY  2014:  Buchanan, 
Christian,  Johnson,  St.  Louis,  Camden,  Franklin,  Boone,  Lincoln,  Montgomery,  Jackson,  Ray,  Lawrence,  Platte,  Clay,  Maries, 
Taney,  Linn,  Stone,  Randolph,  Pike,  Caldwell,  Pettis,  Polk,  Newton,  Mercer,  Phelps,  Jasper,  Cooper,  Chariton,  Dallas, 
Jefferson,  Greene,  Lafayette,  St.  Charles,  Douglas,  Laclede,  Cape  Girardeau,  Henry,  Schuyler,  Daviess,  Cole,  Moniteau, 
Morgan,  Scotland,  Cedar,  Hickory,  Stoddard,  Audrain,  Clark,  Scott,  Ray,  Marion,  Saline,  Nodaway,  and  Cass  counties  as  well 
as  the  St.  Louis  Circuit  Attorney'^  Office,  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol,  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue,  Mis^uri  Safety 
Center,  Kirkwood  Police  Department,  the  City  of  O'Fallon  Prosecutor's  Office,  the  City  of  Kansas  City  Prosecutor's  Office, 
Kansas  City  Police  Department,  Springfield  Police  Department,  St.  Charles  County  Sheriff's  Department,  Lee's  Summit 
Police  Department,  Raymore  Police  Department,  Wentzville  Police  Department,  Washington  Police  Department,  Attorney 
General's  Office,  Kimberling  City  Police  Department,  Excelsior  Springs  Police  Department,  the  City  of  Kearney  Prosecutor's 
Office,  Branson  Police  Department,  Creve  Coeur  Police  Department,  Cass  County  Sheriffs  Department,  Monett  Police 
Department,  St.  Louis  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  and  St.  Joseph  Police  Department. 

V.  Miscellaneous  Activities 

In  FY  2014,  the  TSRP  Program  also  conducted  other  miscellaneous  activities. 

A.  Electronic  Search  Warrant  Equipment 

In  order  to  assist  counties  with  securing  search  warrants  via  electronic  means,  funding  was  procured  to  purchase  equipment 
for  this  purpose.  To  date,  Platte  County  has  been  provided  with  6  iPads  used  to  transmit  electronic  copies  of  search  warants 
between  officers,  prosecutors  and  judges.  A  memorandum  of  understanding  has  also  been  signed  to  provide  3  IPads  to  Polk 

County. 

B.  Special  Prosecutions 

The  TSRP  Program  took  on  a  new  aspect  when  Stephanie  Watson  joined  the  office  in  December  2013.  Due  to  her 
experience  as  an  assistant  prosecutor  in  Randolph  County,  the  TSRP  Program  was  able  to  begin  offering  her  services  as  a 
special  prosecutor  in  DWI  and  other  traffic  safety  cases.  This  included  assis^ng  prosecutors  with  motion  hearir^s,  siting  as 
second  chair  in  trials,  or  taking  over  a  complex  or  difficult  case.  To  date,  Stephanie  has  provided  assistance  as  described 
below. 


I 

200 


1 .  Appeared  in  Maries  County  to  represent  the  state  in  a  motion  to  suppress  a  breath  test  raising  the  calibration  issue. 

2.  Appointed  as  a  special  prosecutor  on  a  DWI  case  in  Randolph  County.  She  has  reviewed  the  case  file  and  formally  filed 
charges  against  the  defendant. 

3.  Served  as  second  chair  in  a  DWI  trial  in  Mercer  County  and  assisted  with  post-trial  motions. 

4.  Represented  the  state  at  a  motion  hearing  in  an  involuntary  manslaughter  case  from  Randolph  County  in  which  she  is 
serving  as  a  special  prosecutor. 

5.  Prepared  to  serve  as  second  chair  in  a  second  degree  assault,  reckless  driving  case  in  Charlton  County. 

6.  Assisted  Saline  County  in  reviewing  a  case  for  possible  charges  of  involuntary  manslaughter  in  a  reckless  driving  case. 

Assisting  prosecutor's  offices  around  the  state  will  continue  to  be  a  large  part  of  services  the  TSRP  Program,  Stephanie 

Watson  in  particular,  will  be  able  to  offer. 

NOTE:  This  project  was  split  between  two  contracts;  14-K8-03-052  and  14-M5CS-03-001. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$153,882.78  $153,882.78 

HS  CONTACT: 

Jackie  Rogers 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  IVIO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 


201 


202 


MISSOURI 


Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


Drug  Impaired  Driving 


14-M5TR-03-001 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


03 


6,000,000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


Impaired  Drivers 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Missouri  Safety  Center 


Mr.  Terry  Butler 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center,  University  of  Central  Missouri,  will  provide  a  professional  staff  person  to  serve  as  coordinator  of 
the  State's  Drug  Evaluation  and  Classification  Program.  This  individual  will  serve  on  the  State  Drug  Recognition 
Expert/Standardized  Field  Sobriety  Testing  (DRE/SFST)  Advisory  Board. 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  perform  the  following  activities  as  part  of  this  contract: 

•  Provide  coordination,  expert  testimony  and  consultation  to  agencies  across  the  state  in  the  area  of  drug  impaired  driving 
recognition. 

•  Maintain  a  master  of  the  latest  NHTSA  DRE  curriculums  and  provide  to  all  current  instructors  in  the  DRE  program. 

•  Maintain  records,  databases  and  provide  logistics  for  all  DRE  Instructors  and  DREs. 

•  Provide  equipment  and  supplies  as  needed  for  DRE  training,  to  include  but  not  be  limited  to;  pupilometers,  drug  reference 
books,  equipment  bags,  stethoscopes,  blood  pressure  cuffs,  student  and  instructor  manuals,  matrix  /  12-step  cards,  pen 
lights  and  other  equipment  or  supplies  as  needed. 

•  Provide  DRE  program  coordination  including  attendance  at  all  meetings  with  course  administrators  and  selected 
Instructors  for  the  purpose  of  training  material  review  to  verily  compliance  with  NHTSA  and  lACP  requirements.  Training 
methods  and  standards  will  be  reviewed  and  updated  as  needed.  The  meetings  will  also  be  utilized  to  plan  certification  and 
recertification  training. 

•  Provide  funding  for  DRE  Instructors  to  assist  in  teaching  at  two  separate  centralized  DRE/DRE  Instructor  schools. 
Funding  to  be  used  for  lodging,  travel  and/or  meals. 

•  Provide  funding  for  DRE  students  and  DRE  Instructors  for  traveling  to  receive  certification  credentials.  Travel  to  a  host  law 
enforcement  agency  recognized  for  their  success  and  efficiency  with  conducting  and  providing  drug  evaluation  candidates. 

•  Previde  funding  for  attendance  to  the  national  DRE  conference  or  other  DRE-related  conferences  or  training  as  needed. 
Funding  may  be  used  for  lodging,  registration,  travel  and/or  meals. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Alcohol  and  other  drugs  contribute  substantially  to  traffic  crashes  on  Missouri's  roads,  particularly  those  resulting  in  death  or 
disabling  injury.  From  2009  through  201 1 , 447,397  traffic  crashes  occun-ed  in  the  state.  Of  those,  0.5%  resulted  in  a  fatality 
and  3.2%  involved  someone  being  seriously  irijured.  During  the  same  time  period,  there  were  21 ,947  traffic  crashes  where 
one  or  more  drivers  and/or  pedestrians  were  under  the  influence  of  intoxicants  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  investigating  officer 
their  intoxicated  condition  was  a  contributing  factor  to  the  crash.  In  these  crashes  where  drivers  or  pedestrians  were  impaired 
by  alcohol  or  other  drugs,  755  people  were  killed  and  another  3,051  were  seriously  irijured.  It  also  is  important  to  note  that 
impaired  driving  is  under-reported  as  a  contributing  factor  in  traffic  crashes.  This  under-reporting  is  due  to  drivers  undergoing 
injuries  sustained  from  crashes  without  being  tested  for  blood  alcohol  content.  Also,  some  forms  of  drug  impairment  may  not 
be  apparent  to  officers  on  the  scene.  As  a  result,  it  is  an  even  greater  problem  than  these  statistics  would  indicate.  In 
addition,  87.3%  of  impaired  drivers  lulled  also  failed  to  wear  a  safety  belt  further  compounding  the  problem  of  impaired 
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driving. 


A  common  misconception  is  tliat  impaired  drivers  are  primarily  injuring  and  Idlling  themselves.  Wtiiie  ttiat  is  often  true,  a 

substantial  number  of  people  killed  and  seriously  injured  in  these  crashes  were  rwt  intoxicated.  Their  actions  in  these 
incidents  probably  did  not  contribute  to  the  cause  of  the  collision.  Of  the  755  people  killed  in  alcohol  and  other  drug-related 
traffic  crashes,  68.6%  were  the  impaired  driver/pedestrian  and  31 .4%  were  some  other  involved  party.  Of  the  3,051  seriously 
injured,  60%  were  the  impaired  drivers/pedestrians  while  40%  were  other  persons  in  the  incidents. 

Youth  make  up  a  significant  proportion  of  impaired  drivers  of  motorized  vehicles  causing  traffic  crashes  on  Missouri 
roadways.  Of  the  21 ,674  impaired  drivers  involved  in  traffic  crashes  during  2009-201 1,11 .8%  were  under  the  age  of  21  (in 
known  cases).  This  is  espectally  ^gnificant  when  you  consider  it  is  niegat  for  someone  under  21  to  possess  or  consume 
alcohol  in  Missouri. 

In  2009-201 1 ,  a  total  of  656  impaired  drivers  were  involved  In  crashes  where  one  or  more  persons  were  Idiled.  In  known 

cases,  1 2.9%  of  these  drivers  were  under  the  age  of  21 .  A  total  of  95  persons  were  killed  in  traffic  crashes  involving  these 
young  drivers.  Of  those  persons  killed,  50.5%  were  the  underage  impaired  driver  and  49.5%  were  some  other  party  in  the 
crash. 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  Is  committed  to  assisting  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  and  Missouri  law  enforcement 
in  detecting,  apprehending  and  properly  adjudicating  alcohol  and  drug-impaired  drivers  from  our  state's  roadways.  An 
important  component  of  this  goal  is  the  Missouri  Drug  Evaluation  and  Classification  program  which  provides  police  officers 
the  training  and  equipment  necessary  to  recognize  drug>4mpaired  drivers  and  remove  them  from  our  roadways.  Continuous 
training  must  occur  In  order  to  maintain  a  sufficient  number  of  Drug  Recognition  Experts  (DRE)  in  Missouri. 

60ALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

GOALS: 

1 )  To  reduce  deaths  and  injuries  associated  with  crashes  involving  impaired  drivers;  and 

2)  To  increase  DWi  arrests  and  conviction  rates  through  the  use  of  technology  and  training  of  law  enforcement  personnel. 
Department  of  Revenue  attomeys,  prosecutors,  judges  and  others  associated  with  the  DWI  apprehenston/anrest/adjudication 
process. 

OBJECTIVES: 

1 )  Provide  technical  training  to  law  enforcement  offk»rs  and  others  in  the  criminal  justk»  system  in  the  area  of  drug  impaired 

driving  recognition. 

3)  Provide  coordination,  expert  testimony  and  consultation  to  agencies  across  the  state  in  the  area  of  drug  impaired  driving 
recognition. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  foe  foased,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  fbllowing: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentatk>n  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  servtees,  equipntent,  materldls) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

■  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  tfie  traffic  safety  effort; 

documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  infonnation  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  tie  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  tfiis  parHollar  project  specifically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
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justification  is  provided. 


RESULTS: 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  provides  statewide  coordination  of  the  Drug  Evaluation  and  Classification  Program.  Below  is  a  list 
of  accomplishments  under  this  grant  during  the  last  year. 

-  Established  a  centralized  training  location  and  conducted  two  DEC  programs 

-  Conducted  update  training  at  the  State  DWI/DRE  conference  (approximately  75  DREs  received  training),  on  the  newly 

designed  curriculum  and  the  acceptance  of  the  UV  light  protocol 

•  Conducted  two  DRE  courses,  training  23  new  DREs 

■  Accepted  and  trained  two  new  DRE  Instructors 

•  Completed  Field  Certifications  for  1 1  DRE  students,  conducted  at  the  Maricopa  County,  Arizona  Jail  faciiify.  Note:  able  to 
streamline  the  field  certification  process  down  to  five  days  by  partnering  with  Maricopa  County.  Please  note  that  12  students 
will  complete  the  field  evaluations  in  October  of  2014  during  FY'15  grant  cycle. 

■  Assisted  the  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue  with  their  DOR  attomey  and  regional  legal  update  training 

■  Assisted  Susan  Glass,  Traffic  Safety  Resource  Prosecutor,  with  Prosecutor  Training  at  the  DWI/DRE  Recertification 

conference 

■  Answered  hundreds  of  email  questions  and  phone  calls  from  officers,  attorneys,  judges  and  prosecutors 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$109,845.28  $92,129.90 

HS  CONTACT: 

Jackie  Rogers 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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OCCUPANT  PROTECTION 


It  is  well  recognized  that  one  of  the  best  forms  of  protection  from  death  and  injury  when  traveling  in  a  motor  vehicle  is  seat 
belts  and  child  safisty  seote.  In  Missouri  the  usage  rate  for  seat  belte  was  80%  in  2014.  Misuse  of  child  safety  seats  is 

conservatively  figured  in  the  upper  80  percentile.  This  program  area  addressed  means  to  encourage  people  to  wear  their  seat 
belts  (every  time  they  are  riding  in  a  vehicle)  and  also  to  educate  parents/caregivers  on  the  proper  installation  and  use  of  child 
safety  seats. 

The  greatest  effort  in  the  Occupant  Restraint  area  was  implementation  of  Missouri's  Click  It  or  TIfctef  seatbeh  campaign. 
Paid  advertising  was  used  to  produce  radio  public  service  announcements  and  billboards.  Emphasis  was  placed  on  reaching 
the  population  of  the  general  public  with  special  emphasis  on  minorities. 

OTHER  OCCUPANT  PROTECTION  INITIATIVES 
In  order  to  effectively  determine  misuse  of  child  safety  seats,  and  correct  that  misuse,  parents/caregivers  must  be  able  to  bring 
their  vehicle  and  child  safety  seat  to  a  certified  technician  to  be  tau^  how  to  correctly  mstall  dieir  child  safety  seats.  In 

order  to  accomplish  this,  individuals  must  be  trained  as  certified  child  safety  seat  training  instructors.  These  instructors  then 
train  certified  technicians  who  are  equipped  to  check  the  safety  seats  and  provide  education  to  parents/caregivers  for  proper 
installation.  Established  locations,  dubbed  "inspection  stations"  have  to  be  identified  where  the  seats  and  vdlicles  can  be 
brought  for  the  proper  check.  To  date,  Missouri  has  a  database  of  36  instructors,  1,053  certified  technicians,  and  193 
operational  inspection  stations  throughout  the  state. 


BENCHMARKS 


Establbhed 

Result 

To  increase  statewide  safety  belt  usage  by  2  percent 
annually  to: 

•  81%  by  2012 

•  83%  by  2013 

•  85%  by  2014 

•  87%  by  2015 

Benchmark: 

•  2012  statewide  safety  bek  usage  rate  =  79% 

In  2013,  the  statewide  safety  belt  usage  rate  was  80%.  The 
rate  dropped  1%  in  2014  to  79%. 

To  reduce  unrestrained  passenger  vehicle  occupant  fetalities 
by  2  percent  annually  to: 

•  376  by  2012 

•  372  by  2013 

•  369  by  2014 

•  365  by  2015 
Benchmark: 

•  2011  unrestrained  passenger  vehicle  occupant 
fatalities  =  380 

In  201 1,  there  were  380  unrestrained  passenger  vehicle 
occupant  fatalities.  In  2012,  there  were  396,  an  increase  of 
4%. 

*No  current  FARS  data  available. 

To  increase  safety  belt  citations  by  2  percent  annually  to: 

•  36,3 19  by  2012 

•  37,046  by  2013 

•  37,786  by  2014 

•  38,542  by  2015 
Benchmark: 

•  20 1 2  safety  belt  citations  (grant-funded 
enforcement  and  mobilizations)  =  30,745 

In  2013,  there  were  31,840  citations  (4,907  warnings),  an 
increase  of  4%  from  the  previous  year.  In  2014,  there  were 
26,744  safety  belt  citations  issued  (4,132  warnings)  dining 
grant-funded  enforcement  campaigns  and  mobilizations,  a 
decrease  of  16%. 

To  increase  teen  safety  beh  usage  by  2  percent  usage 
annually  to: 

•  69%  by  2012 

•  71%  1^2013 

•  73%  by  2014 

•  75%  by  2015 
Benchmaric: 

•  20 1 2  teen  safety  belt  usage  rate  =  66% 

In  20 1 1 ,  fte  teen  safety  belt  usage  rate  was  67%.  In  20 1 2, 
the  usage  rate  decreased  by  1%  to  66%.  In  2013,  the  usage 
rate  increased  by  1%  to  67%.  The  usage  rate  remained 
unchanged  as  reported  in  Ibe  2014  teen  safety  beh  surv^. 

To  increase  safety  belt  usage  by  conunercial  motor  vehicle 

In  2010,  the  CMV  driver  usage  rate  was  81%.  In  201 1,  the 
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drivers  by  2  percent  annuaUy  to: 

•  83%  by  2011 

•  85%  by  2012 

•  87%  by  2013 

•  89%  by  2014 

•  91%  by  2015 
Benchmark: 

•  20 12  CMV  driver  usage  rate  =  8 1 .5% 

usage  rate  increased  to  81.5%.  In  2012  the  driver  usage  rate 
was  unchanged  at  8 1 .5%.  In  20 14,  the  driver  usage  rate  was 
81%,  a  .5%  decrease  from  die  previous  survey. 

To  increase  child  safety  seat  usage  by  1  percent  aonually  to: 

•  92%  by  2010 

•  93%  by  2011 

•  94%  by  2012 

•  95%  by  2013 

•  96%  by  2014 

•  97%  by  201 5 
Benchmark: 

•  2009  child  safety  seat  usage  rate  =  91% 

In  2009  the  obsenmtional  survey  indicated  a  child  restraint 

usage  rate  of  91 .3%.  The  2014  survey  resulted  in  a  very 
small  reduction  in  the  usage  rate  (reduced  by  .01%  from 
2009— to  91.2%). 

To  maintain  an  adequate  base  of  certified  Child  Passenger 
Safety  Technicians  throughout  the  state  to  &11  within  the 
following  range: 

•  800-1 ,000  widi  representation  in  eadi  of  ffin  seven 
Blueprint  regional  coalitions 

Benchmark: 

•  Certified  Technicians  as  of  June  2013  =  934 

A  data  base  of  certified  CPS  technicians  is  made  available  to 
all  State  CPS  Coordinators  and  is  downloaded  fi'om  the  Safe 
Kids  Worldwide  website  on  a  regular  basis  and  maintained  in 
the  Highway  Safety  Office.  Currently  diere  are  1,053 
certified  technicians  in  Missouri,  an  increase  from  the 
previous  year  (934). 

To  maintain  an  adequate  base  of  certified  Child  Passenger 
Safety  Instructors  tlaoughout  tiie  state  to  fell  within  the 
following  range: 

•  30-40  with  representation  in  each  of  the  seven 
J2!He/7r/n/ regional  coalitions 

Benchmark: 

•  Certified  Instructors  as  of  June  2013  =  37 

A  data  base  of  certified  CPS  instructors  is  also  maintained  in 
tile  H^way  Safety  Office.  There  are  currently  36  certified 
instructors  located  around  the  state,  a  slight  decrease  from 
the  previous  year.  There  are  several  instructor  candidates 
pending  certification  at  this  tune. 

Tomauitain  an  adeqtmtebase  of  Mis»>ini  insgtectbn 
stations  (that  are  listed  on  the  NHTSA  website)  diroughout 
the  state  to  fall  withm  the  following  range: 

•  12S-200with  representation  in  each  of  the  seven 
blueprint  regional  coalitions 

Benchmark: 

•  Inspection  stations  in  Missouri  as  of  June  2013  = 
196 

There  are  curraitly  193  insjieclion  stations  listed  on  the 
NHTSA  website;  a  slight  decrease  from  the  previous  year 
(196). 

Strategies-Child  Passenger  Safety 

Identified 

Implemented 

Produce,  promote  and  distribute  educational  materials 
addressing:  the  proper  installation  of  child  safety  seats  and 
booster  seat  use 

Brochures  detailing  the  benefits  of  using  safety  seats,  booster 
seats  and  the  proper  installation  of  child  safety  seats  are 
developed  and/or  updated  as  needed.  These  publications  are 
promoted  and  provided  to  attendees  at  exhibits  in  which 
members  of  the  OHS  staff  participate  each  year. 

Maintain  a  state  CPS  Advisory  Committee  and  implement 
their  recommendations  where  appropriate 

The  Missouri  CPS  Advisory  Committee  meets  each  year  to 
discuss  goals  and  the  objectives  by  which  those  goals  will  be 
met.  Each  region  in  the  state  is  represented  by  a  CPS 
instructor/technician  from  his/her  area.  During  the  meeting 
held  in  August,  the  committee  discussed  the  budget  for  2015, 
recertification  issues,  state  fetalities  and  injuries,  the  CPS 
survey  and  the  upcoming  National  CPS  Enforcement 
Campaign  scheduled  during  National  CPS  Week,  and  the 
child  safety  seat  order.  A  Media  Skills  Workshop  was 
provided  for  committee  members  by  Ginny  Vineyard, 
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NHTSA.  The  next  advisory  meeting  will  be  held  in  August 
of  2015. 

Conduct  six  certified  Child  Passenger  Safety  Technician 
classes  statewide 

There  were  twelve  MoDOT-sponsored  CPS  courses  held 
during  this  fiscal  year.  One  hundred  and  eighty  new  CPS 
technicians  became  certified.  Classes  were  held  in  Hannibal, 
Waynesville,  Springfield,  Linn,  Fenton,  West  Plains,  Hayti, 
Potosi,  St.  James,  Ft.  Wood,  Columbia,  and  Joplin. 

Catify  an  additional  CPS  Instructor  each  year 

There  is  one  CPS  instructor  candidate  scheduled  to  be 

certified  during  fiscal  year  2015. 

Maintain  a  statewide  computer  list-serve  of  CPS 
technicians  and  instructors 

A  database  of  certified  CPS  technicians  and  instructors  is 
made  available  to  all  State  CPS  Coorduiators.  In  Missouri 
the  list  is  downloaded  from  the  Safe  Kids  Worldwide  website 
on  a  regular  basis  and  maintained  in  the  HSO.  The  list  is 
also  forwarded  to  members  that  serve  on  the  MO  CPS 
Advisory  Committee.  Committee  members  maintain  a 
regional  database  of  technicians  for  commimicaticm 
purposes. 

Support  child  safety  seat  checkup  events  and  educational 
programs  through  local  law  enforcement  agencies,  fire 
departments,  Safe  Communities,  hospitals  and  health  care 
agencies,  safety  organizations  such  as  Safe  Kids,  and  the 
iratnc  and  nignw^  aSKiy  Division 

The  Highway  Safety  CPS  Coordmator  receives  requests  from 
time  to  time  for  assistance  in  locating  technicians  to  help 
with  statewide  check-up  events  and  CPS  Courses.  When 
asked  for  assistance,  the  Coordinator  will  send  out  a 
Statewide  mstructor  email  to  neip  contact  an  instructor  to  nil 
in  at  CPS  Courses.  Requests  for  assistance  at  CPS  events  are 
forwarded  to  technicians  in  those  respective  areas. 

Work  wUh  partners  and  with  the  media  to  gam^  supptst 
for  annual  CPS  Week  in  September 

Child  Passenger  Safety  Week  ran  from  September  14-20, 
2014.  A  media  contract  covered  expenses  to  develop  an 
interactive  infographic  that  was  placed  on  the  savemolives 
website.  This  infographic  provided  education  to  parents  and 
caregivers  about  the  importance  of  child  restraint  usage, 
Missouri  law,  mstructions  on  how/where  one  could  locate  a 
safety  seat  inspection  station  on  the  local  level,  and  other 
miscellaneous  child  safety  related  information.  The 
mfographic  is  available  to  order  online  in  addition  to  other 
CPS-related  materials  throu^  the  online  ordering  system.  A 
CPS  Enforcement  Camptdgn  also  ran  during  National  CPS 
Week.  Law  Enforcement  efforts/results  are  covered  in  a 
Missouri  Safety  Center  grant. 

When  funding  is  available,  provide  child  safety 
seats/booster  seats  and  supplies  to  inspection  stations  for 
distribution  to  low  income  families  (note:  inspection 
stations  must  meet  guidelines  established  by  Missouri's 
CPS  Advisory  Committee  and  must  be  listed  on  the 
JN  H 1  aA  weo  site 

http://www.nhtsa.dot.gov/people/injury/childps/CPSFitting 
Stations/CPSinspection.htm  ) 

This  fiscal  year  805  child  safety  seats  were  purchased  and 
distributed  to  low  income  fionjlies  liioi^  Missoiiri 
mspection  stations  listed  on  tibe  NHTSA  website. 

Develop  educational  pieces  to  heighten  awareness 
concerning  the  life-saving  and  economic  benefits  derived 

from  enhanced  child  safety  seat  laws 

This  information  is  captured  in  the  PI&E  section  of  this 
Annual  Report. 

Conduct  Child  Restraint  Observational  Survey  every  other 
year 

Due  to  budget  constraints,  it  has  not  been  possible  to  conduct 
a  CPS  Survey  since  2009.  Fundmg  was  allocated  for  a 
survey  that  was  conducted  in  the  Spring  of  2014.  Results 
indicated  little  change  in  the  usage  rate  (reported  in  the 
benchmarks  above).  Every  effort  will  be  made  to  conduct  a 
survey  every  other  year;  the  next  planned  for  20 1 6. 

Conduct  annual  CPS  enforrpmpnt  sinH  niihKc  siwfin>fiMe 

campaign  during  National  CPS  Week 

Diocnures  reianng  lo  K^ro  are  upoaieu  as  neeaea  ana  are 
available  to  order  through  the  online  ordering  system  at 
www.modot.ore. 
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Strategies-Teen  Passengers/Drivers 


Identified 

Implemented 

Dmduct  fiimual  teen  statewide  safiety  belt  mMGmBBt  and 
public  awareness  campaign  in  March  followed  by  tihe  teen 
observational  safety  belt  survey  in  April 

The  Yonfll  iSrat  Belt  Enforcement  Campaign  was  conducted 

from  March  1 5-3 1 ,  20 1 4.  1 07  LE  agencies  participated  and 
wrote  1296  seat  belt  citations.  The  Teen  Safety  Bek  Survey 
was  conducted  between  April  1  and  April  29,  2013.  A  total 
of  35,192  observations  were  collected  at  150  high  schools 
statewide.  Of  the  teenage  drivers  and  passengers  observed, 
67.0%  were  wearing  then-  safety  belt. 

Conduct  youth  safety  belt  selective  trafBc  enforcement 
efforts  statewide  coupled  witib  press  releases,  radio  spots, 
and  mHterials  targeting  young  drivers 

Funding  was  used  to  create  and  distribute  awareness 
advertisements,  posters,  web  pages,  billboards,  ice  chest 
wraps  and  gas  pump  toppers  to  display  the  messages  of 
underage  drinking,  seat  beh  usage  and  distracted  driving. 
Hie  messages  were  also  posted  on  many  social  networking 
sites  and  high  internet  traffic  sites  such  as  Facebook,  Twitter, 
Instagram  and  Pandora. 

Promote  occupant  protection  youth  caa^dgns;  modify  or 
enhance  campaigns  as  needed  to  keep  a  fresh  approach  for 
the  teen  audience 

The  teen  seat  belt  message  dds  year  included  a  new  mes^ge 

targeting  young  males  with  a  humorous  approach  followed 
by  a  hard  hitting  seat  belt  message.  Posters,  videos  and 
incentive  items  are  also  used  to  gain  the  attention  of  high- 
risk  groups  focusing  on  seat  belt  use. 

Develop  youth  safety  belt  public  awareness  materials  with 
input  fit)m  young  drivers 

Focus  groups,  social  networking  sites  and  other  internet  sites 
are  used  when  developing  new  public  awareness  materials  to 
determine  what  sites  young  drivers  frequent  and  types  of 
material  that  attracts  the  target  group. 

Educate  youth  on  the  importance  of  safety  belts  through 
programs  such  as  Team  Spirit  Youth  Traffic  Safety 
Leadersh^  Conferences  &  Reunion,  lldnk  First  and  Ihe 
Young  Traffic  Offenders  Program 

Team  Spirit  Conferences,  Reunion  and  up  to  4  one-day  mini 
conferences  continue  to  be  implemented  across  the  state 
reaching  approximately  70  high  schools  annually. 
ThinkFirst  continues  to  excel  in  safety  education  efforts 
reaching  23,047  Missouri  students  1,381  Missouri  employees 
ftffott^  school  imd  w(»kstte/or^mizBdfHi  presentations,  and 
1 85  high-risk  Missouri  drivers  through  the  Traffic  Offenders 
Program.  Other  programs,  such  as  Every  15  Minutes,  DWI 
docudramas,  Safe  Communities  programs,  CHEERS  and  the 
Battle  of  the  Belt  competition  continue  to  be  promoted  and 
conducted  statewide  with  great  success. 

Strategies-General  Occupant  Protection 

Identified 

Implemented 

Conduct  NHTSA-approved  statewide  observational  safety 
belt  survey  every  year,  in  May/June  (pre,  peak,  and  post 
surveys  in  conjunction  with  enforcement  mobilizations  and 
public  awareness  campaigns) 

The  2014  statewide  safety  belt  survey  was  conducted  June  2 
-  1 5, 20 14  utilizing  the  new  methodology  that  was 
developed  per  new  NHTSA  guidelines.  The  2014  statewide 
safety  belt  usage  rate  was  calculated  to  be  79%. 

Produce,  promote  and  distribute  educational  materials 
addresshig:  occupant  protecticm  laws;  inqiortant  of  wearing 

safety  belts  all  die  time  and  air  bag  safety 

Funding  was  allocated  for  printing  of  brochures  designed  to 
educate  the  public  on  traffic  safety  issues.  Funding  was  also 

used  for  creative  development  of  internet  advertising. 

Promote  the  Saved  by  the  Belt  survivor  program;  maintain  a 
database  of  survivors  to  contact  those  who  are  willing  to 

speak  publicly  about  their  life-saving  experience 

The  OHS  continues  to  add  to  the  database  of  survivors  for 
the  Saved  by  the  Belt  campaign.  Information  on  the  program 
is  also  available  on  the  saveM01ives.com  website. 

Conduct  annual  Click  It  or  Ticket  selective  traffic 
enforcement  wave  during  May/June,  augmented  with 
collateral  public  information  and  awareness  efforts  such  as 
press  releases,  observational  surveys,  and  educational 
programs  utilizing  the  Click  It  or  Ticket  safety  belt 
campaign  message 

The  Click  It  or  Ticket  Enforcement  Campaign  ran  from  May 
19  to  June  1, 2014.  One  hundred  fifty  total  law  enforcement 
agencies  participated  and  reported  statistics  to  the 
Mobilization  Reporting  website.  A  total  of 7,365  hours  were 
worked,  with  5,886  safety  belt  citations  and  241  child 
passenger  citations  written.  Statewide  media  supplemented 
the  effort  before  and  during  campaign,  along  with  individual 
agency  press  releases. 

Compliment  annual  Click  It  or  Ticket  campaign  with 
quarterly  occupant  protection  enforcement  (toys,  augmented 

Four  quarterly  Occupant  Protection  Enforcement  Days  were 
convicted  in  FY2014.  The  dates  for  quarterly 
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with  collateral  public  infonnation  and  awareness  efforts, 
namely  through  press  releases. 

enforcements  were:  November  15, 2013,  and  Februaiy  21, 
April  14,  and  September  14  -  20, 2014.  A  total  of  1,615 
safety  belt  citations  (363  warnings)  and  94  child  passenger 
citations  (69  warnings)  were  issued  during  these  campaigns, 
with  an  average  of  74  agencies  participating  in  each 
campaign.  Each  agency  was  supplied  with  press  releases  and 
a  statewide  release  was  distributed  for  each  campaign. 

Conduct  paid  media  efforts  and  work  toward  continual 
increases  in  earned  media  efforts 

Paid  media  is  utilized  during  Click  It  or  Ticket,  with  uqMua 
advertising  at  both  the  statewide  and  local  levels  during  the 
quarterly  campaigns. 

Develop  educational  pieces  to  heighten  awarmess 

concerning  the  life-saving  and  economic  benefits  derived 
from  primary  safety  belt  laws 

Efforts  contmued  throughout  current  fiscal  year  to  heighten 
awareness. 

Continue  funding  traffic  occupant  protection  strategies 
training  to  law  enforcement  agencies  throughout  the  state. 

A  total  of  5  presentations  were  conducted  throughout  the 
State  of  Missouri  in  2014,  hosted  either  by  individual 
departments  or  sponsored  through  various  police  academies 
throughout  the  state.  A  total  of  80  participants  were 
presented  the  training  throughout  the  year. 

Provide  motivational  and  educational  speidcers  for  law 

enforcement  personnel  during  training  events  such  as  the 
annual  Law  Enforcement  Traffic  Safety  Advisory  Council 
(LETSAC)  conference 

Educational/motivational  speakers  at  LETSAC  included 

Dave  Smith  and  Cpl.  Jeii  White,  both  ot  which  were  highly 
regarded.  A  total  of  293  officers  received  POST  certified 
credit  for  attending  the  conference. 

SCHOOL  BUSES 

Although  school  buses  provide  one  of  the  safest  modes  of  transportation,  there  are  still  school  bus  related  injuries  and, 
unfortunately,  some  fatalities  every  year.  Some  of  these  are  due  to  crashes  with  other  vehicles  while  others  are  due  to  the 
school  bus  striking  a  pedestrian  or  bicyclist  The  responsibility  borne  by  school  bus  drivers  is  considerable. 

A  vehicle  must  meet  safety  standards  that  are  ^propriate  for  its  size  and  type  because  different  types  of  vehicles  perform 
difBsrently  in  a  crash.  For  &aassp\e,  because  a  lai^e  school  bus  is  heavier  dian  most  odier  vehicles.  As  wdg^  can  protect  its 
occupants  from  crash  forces  better  than  a  light  vehicle  such  as  a  passenger  car.  The  passive  protection  engineered  into  large 
school  buses,  combined  with  other  factors  such  as  weight,  provides  passenger  protection  similar  to  that  provided  by  safety 
devices  in  passenger  cars.  Both  types  of  vehicles  protect  childrra  from  harm  but  in  different  ways. 

School  buses  are  not  involved  in  a  large  number  of  traffic  crashes  in  Missouri.  Of  all  2009-201 1  Missouri  traffic  crashes, 
0.7%  involved  a  school  bus  or  school  bus  signal.  In  84.7%  of  the  school  bus  crashes,  a  school  bus  was  directly  involved  in 
the  crash  and  in  IS.3%  of  the  crashes,  no  school  bus  was  directly  involved  but  a  school  bus  signal  was  involved. 

Of  the  eight  persons  killed  during  2009-201 1  in  crashes  involving  school  buses,  one  was  an  actual  occupant  of  the  school  bus 
and  seven  were  some  other  person  in  the  incident.  Of  the  88  persons  seriously  injured,  36  were  occupants  of  the  school  bus, 
five  were  pedestrians  and  47  were  some  other  person  in  the  mcident. 


BENCHMARKS 


Established 

Result 

To  decrease  by  2%  the  number  of  fatalities  and  serious 
injuries  resulting  fiY)m  crashes  involving  school  buses  or 
school  bus  signals  in  comparison  to  the  previous  3-year 

period  to: 

•  94  for  tfie  pealod  2010-2012 

•  92  for  the  period  201 1-2013 

•  90  for  the  period  20 12-2014 

•  89  for  the  pwiod  2013-2015 

Benchmark: 

•  2009-201 1  fatalities  and  serious  injuries  occurring 
in  crashes  involving  school  buses  or  school  bus 
signals  =  96 

During  2009-201 1,  there  were  96  fatalities  and  serious 
injuries  occurring  in  crashes  involving  school  buses  or 
school  bus  signals. 

During  2010-2012,  tiiere  were  70,  a  decrease  of 26  (27%). 
During  201 1-2013,  there  were  60,  a  decrease  of  10  (14%). 
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Stratqiies 


Identified 

Implemented 

Siqipart  and  iatpkmast,  if  feasble^  reocmimendatioiis  made 
by  ttie  200S  Govranor's  School  Bus  Task  Force 

Recommendations  from  the  2005  Governor's  School  Bus 

Task  Force  are  considered  by  the  current  task  force  and 
supported  and  implemented  when  possible. 

Cantinue  to  serve  on  any  state  school  bus  safety  committees 

A  member  of  tfie  Highway  Safety  stafT  continues  to  actively 
serve  on  the  School  Bus  Task  Force  committee  (a  30- 
member  team)  and  attend  the  quarterly  meetings  on  a  regular 
basis.  The  charge  of  this  committee  is  to  provide  support, 
training  topics,  and  trainers  for  the  Certified  School  Bus 
Driver  Instructor  Program.  It  provides  connectivity  between 
key  stakeholders  on  the  state  and  local  level  to  promote  the 
safe  transportation  of  Missouri  public  school  students. 

Expand  current  public  awareness  materials  to  address  seat 
belts  on  school  buses,  compartmentalization  of  school 
buses,  general  safety  issues  regarding  riding  a  school  bus, 
safety  around  the  loading  zcmes  and  sharing  the  road  wiOi 
school  buses 

A  section  of  NHTSA's  Child  Passenger  Safety  course 
curriculum  is  dedicated  solely  to  the  safety  of  children  who 
travel  on  school  buses.  Safety  materials  relating  to  school 
buses  are  available  to  the  public  Ibroui^  the  online  ordering 
system.  Presoitations  are  made  to  schools  upon  request. 
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PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


Enforcement  -  CPS  Week 


14-K3-05-001 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


05 


6,000.000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


Youth 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Missouri  Safety  Center 


Mr.  Terry  Butler 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  help  encourage  law  enforcement  agencies  to  participate  in  the  State's  child  passenger 
restraint  enforcement  and  special  mobilization  efforts.  This  will  be  accomplished  through  sub-award  grants  to  law 
enforcement  agencies,  selected  t>y  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  at  MoDOT.  These  overtime  funds  will  be  used  to 
encourage  law  enforcement  agencies  to  increase  their  DWI  enforcement  efforts  during  the  2014  Child  Passenger  Safety 
Week  enforcement  campaign. 

Personnel:  The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  provide  one  full-time  Support  Staff,  Office  Professional  at  20%  of  total  salary  and 
fringe  or  $6,887.03  to  meet  the  goals  and  objectives  of  this  grant  (this  individual  manages  4  additional  enforcement  grants 
for  an  additional  $34,435.15  in  grant  contributions  covering  a  total  of  100%  salary). 

Upon  receipt  of  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safdy  Division  at  MoDOT  enforcement  database  which  indud^  the  identified  law 

enforcement  agencies  and  their  individual  funding  amounts,  a  pre-post  news  release  and  the  enforcement  informational 
letter  with  the  established  deadlines  for  submission,  the  Missouri  Safety  Center  will: 

-  E-mail  invitations  and  sub-award  grant  contracts  to  all  designated  agencies, 

-  Either  by  phone  or  electronically  make  a  minimum  of  two  contacts  to  those  agencies  that  did  not  respond  by  the 
established  deadline  and  determine  their  participation  status,  and  inform  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  representative, 

-  E-mail  the  participation  and  informational  documents  to  law  enforcement  agencies  upon  receipt  of  their  signed  contracts 
indicating  their  desire  to  participate, 

-  Receive,  upon  completion  of  the  enforcement  effort,  the  agency  Manpower  Report  Form  indicating  the  number  of  officers 

and  hours  worked  for  reimbursement, 

-  Receive,  upon  completion  of  the  enforcement  effort,  departmental  documentation  for  verification  of  officer(s)  overtime 


-  Make,  as  needed,  additional  contacts  to  those  agencies  that  have  not  submitted  their  Manpower  Report  Form  by  the 
established  deadline, 

-  Verify  the  participating  agency  has  submitted  their  Enforcement  Statistics  Reports  via  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety 
Division  Online  Mobilization  Reporting  system, 

-  Verify  the  Manpower  Report  Form  and  requested  reimbursement  amounts  are  accurate  and  within  the  contract 
specifications,  approve,  and  process  for  payment, 

-  Submit  a  report  and  reimbursement  voucher  to  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  at  MoDOT  upon  complefidn  of  the 

enforcement  effort, 

-  Submit  back  to  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  the  updated  databases. 
PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Traffic  crashes  are  the  leading  cause  of  death  in  the  US.  It  is  well  recognized  that  one  of  the  best  means  of  defense  in  a 
crash  is  to  be  protected  by  a  seat  belt  or  a  child  safety  seat.  The  2009  Chltel  SafSty  S^t  Sun/ey  developed  and  conducted  by 
the  Missouri  Safe^/  Center  revealed  that  91 .3  percent  of  the  4,233  children  under  age  four  were  restrained.  This  is  a  1 .1 
percent  increase  over  the  reported  2008  restraint  use  figure  (90.2%).  Ninety-four  percent  of  the  children  were  located  in  the 
back  seat  of  the  vehicle.  Of  the  3,866  children  who  were  restrained,  59  percent  were  in  forward  facing  child  safety  seats. 
Eighteen  percent  were  in  booster  seats  which  is  a  four  percent  increase  from  2008.  Children  restrained  by  safety  belts 
decreased  firom  7  percent  in  2008  to  4  percent  in  2009.  A  total  of 367  children  (9%)  were  not  restrained.  Most  of  those 
children,  93  percent  (342),  were  "loose"  in  the  vehicle  either  sitting,  standing,  or  lying  in  the  seat.  The  remaining  seven 
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percent  (25)  were  being  held  on  the  lap  of  another  passenger.  Twenty-nine  percent  (107)  of  the  children  not  restrained  were 
located  in  the  front  seat. 

In  2009-201 1,15  children  under  the  age  of  4  were  killed  in  a  motor  vehicle;  20%  were  not  using  any  type  of  restraint  device 
(in  known  cases).  Another  107  were  seriously  injured.  In  known  cases,  16.8%  were  not  in  any  restraint  devioe  and  5,6%  were 
in  an  adult  safety  belt.  During  that  same  period  of  time  13  children,  ages  4  through  7,  were  killed  in  a  motor  vehicle;  in  known 
cases,  46.2%  were  not  using  any  type  of  restraint  device.  Another  208  children  within  this  age  group  were  seriously  injured  - 
27 A%  were  not  secured  in  any  type  of  restraint  device,  34.6%  were  in  a  chiki  restraint,  and  25.5%  were  in  an  adult  safety 
belt. 

Missouri  continues  to  make  progress  in  public  information  and  enforcement  efforts  to  increase  the  proper  use  of  occupant 
restraint  devices.  The  child  safety  seat  usage  rate  continues  to  increase  slowly,  however  more  effort  is  needed  in  the  area  of 
enforcement  by  also  focusing  on  child  passenger  safety  during  this  major  campaign.  Local  law  enforcement  agencies  will  be 
augmented  with  collateral  public  information  and  awareness  efforts  such  as  press  releases,  observational  surveys,  and 
educational  programs  utilizing  the  Child  Passenger  Safety  (CPS)  campaign  message  during  law  enforcement  efforts  in  May 
of  2014. 

Missouri's  Blueprint  to  Save  More  Lives  (2012-2016)  established  "aggressively  enforce  the  child  safety  seat  and  booster  seat 
laws,"  "encourage  law  enforcement  to  take  a  zero  tolerance  policy  when  enfotdng  the  secondary  ocoipant  protet^on  law," 
and  "increase  the  emphasis  on  special  occupant  protection  mobilizations  that  include  information  campaigns  and  selective 
traffic  enforcement  programs"  as  key  unrestrained  drivers  and  occupants  strategies. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Goal: 

The  goal  of  this  project  is  to  increase  law  enforcement  participation  in  the  Child  Passenger  Safety  (restraint)  enforcement 
campaign  to  encourage  increased  use  of  proper  child  occupant  restraint  devices. 

Objective: 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  provide  law  enforcement  agencies  with  overtime  funding  for  the  Child  Passenger  Safety 
(rastrainQ  enfbroement  campaign.  These  resources  will  be  sub-awards  grants  to  law  enforcement  agencies  depending  on 
need  and  demand  as  established  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  of  MoDOT. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTG  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  morrthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarteriy,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completnn  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  dass  cancellation  infomnation) 

Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 

purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  infonnation  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  prpjecte. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fond  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfoc^iy 
justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

The  following  data  are  the  results  of  this  enforcement  effort:  Child  Passenger  Safety  (CPS)  Enforcement,  Sept  14  -  20, 2014 

Child  Passenger  Safety  (CPS)  Enforcement,  Sept.  14-20, 2014 
Total  agendes  responded  (out  of 83)  =  74  (89%) 


Total  agencies  responded  (out  of  83)  =  74  (89%)  Total  agencies  participating  (out  of  83)  =  57  (69%) 
Total  agencies  participating  (out  of  83)  =  57  (69%)  Total  paid  =  $48,1 10.40 
Total  paid  =  $48, 1 1 0.40   Total  hours  =  1 ,498.36 
Total  hours  =  1 ,498.36   Total  officers  =  231 
Total  officers  =  231 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$86,432.92  $6,784.72 

HS  CONTACT: 

Pam  Hoelscher 

P.O.  Box  270 

830  MoDOT  Drive 

Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 

1-800-800-2358 
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Our  mission  is  to  provide  a  world-class  transportation  experience  that  delights  our  customers  and  promotes  a  prosperous  Missouri. 
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TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


All  Drivers 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Missouri  Safety  Center 


Mr.  Terry  Butler 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Ttie  Missouri  Safety  Center  proposes  to  conduct  a  statewide  seat  t>elt  survey  t>etween  June  2  and  June  13, 2014. 

The  2014  survey  will  be  developed  and  conducted  with  an  underlying  rationale  based  upon  the  Uniform  Criteria  For  State 
Observational  Surveys  of  Seat  Belt  Use  published  in  the  Federal  Register  (vol.  76,  no.  63,  Friday,  April  1,  2011,  pp  18056 
-18059)  by  the  National  Traffic  Safety  Administration  of  the  U.  S.  Department  of  Transportation.  "The  sampling  frame  from 
which  observations  sites  are  selected  shall  include  counties...thaf  account  for  at  least  85  percent  of  Uie  State's  passenger 
vehicle  occupant  fatalities..."  (Federal  Register,  op.  cit.).  While  in  compliance  with  the  subsequent  Final  Rule  (effective  May 
2,  201 1 ),  it  is  intended  that  this  survey  will  utilize  a  stratified  multistage  sampling  plan  which  will  build  upon  the  strengths  of 
the  current  Missouri  Seat  Belt  Usage  Survey  and  expand  its  output  to  include  seat  belt  usage  rates  for  each  of  Missouri's 
seven  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation  (MoDOT)  Regions. 

Personnel:  The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  provide  one  full-time  Professional  Staff,  LaGena  Spence,  at  40%  of  total  salary 
and  fringe  at  $28,864.88  (this  individual  could  potentially  manage  3  additional  surveys  for  an  additional  $39,689.21  in  grant 
contributions  covering  a  total  of  95%  salary,*match  =  $3,608.12)  to  manage  this  survey  project  and  complete  the  fblloviring: 

-  Schedule  and  conduct  methodology  meetings  with  the  project  team,  including  the  use  of  statistical  consultants,  to  compare 

current  methodology  to  the  new  NHTSA  revisions  for  possible  changes  resulting  in  an  additional  expense  to  the  grant.  If 
methodology  revisions  require  additional  observations  it  may  be  necessary  to  employ  more  observers  at  an  additional 
expense  to  the  grant. 

-  Data  collector  and  Quality  Control  (QC)  monitor  training  will  be  conducted  regionally  prior  to  the  June  observational  survey. 

-  QC  monitor  will  be  given  additional  training  focusing  on  their  specific  duties.  These  include  conducting  random  and 
unannounced  site  visits  to  no  less  than  five  percent  of  the  observation  sites.  Each  QC  monitor  will  be  given  a  minimum 
number  of  sites  they  must  monitor. 

-  Be  conducted  as  a  continuation  of  efforts  to  ensure  proper  emphasis  on  road  types  through  statistical  weighting  to  enable 
daily  vehicle  miles  to  become  an  equalizing  factor. 

Upon  completion  of  the  survey,  all  data  will  be  collected  and  analyzed  and  a  final  report  will  be  issued  to  the  MoDOT  Traffic 
and  Highway  Safety  Division. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION; 

Traffic  crashes  are  the  leading  cause  of  death  in  the  United  States.  It  is  well  recognized  that  one  of  the  best  means  of 

defense  in  a  crash  is  to  be  protected  by  a  seat  belt  or  a  child  safety  seat.  Increasing  safety  belt  use  has  tremendous  potential 
for  saving  lives,  preventing  injuries,  and  reducing  the  economic  costs  associated  with  traffic  crashes.  The  overvi^helming 
percentage  of  people  killed  on  Missouri  roads  or  seriously  injured  in  2009-201 1 ,  in  all  probability,  had  a  safety  belt  available 
for  use  (except  for  pedestrians,  bicyclists,  and  motorcyclists).  A  substantial  number  of  2,485  occupants  Iciiied  in  2009-201 1 
Missouri  traffic  crashes  were  not  wearing  safety  belts  compared  to  those  injured  and  not  Injured.  In  fatal  oashes  where 
safety  belt  usage  was  known,  67.8%  of  the  people  who  died  were  not  buckled  up.  Of  those  18,279  seriously  injured,  35.8% 
were  not  belted.  Conversely,  of  those  not  injured,  722,486  were  wearing  a  safety  belt. 


Safety  belt  use  dramatically  reduces  a  person's  chance  of  being  killed  or  seriously  injured  in  a  traffic  crash.  Of  the  drivers 
Involved  In  2009-201 1  crashes,  1  in  2  was  Injured  when  they  felled  to  wear  their  safety  belt,  however,  when  they  were  wearing 
a  safety  belt,  their  chances  of  being  Injured  in  tlie  crash  were  1 1n  8.  When  examining  driver  deaths,  the  differences  are  much 
more  significant.  Drivers  had  a  1  in  30.4  chance  of  being  killed  if  they  were  not  wearing  a  safety  belt;  but  that  chance  dropped 
dramatically  to  only  1 1n  1 ,418  if  the  driver  was  wearing  a  safety  belt. 

The  possibility  of  death  and  serious  injury  dramatically  increases  In  cases  where  the  person  Is  ejected  firom  the  vehicle  at  the 

time  of  the  crash.  One  of  the  benefits  of  being  belted  is  it  increases  the  probability  of  the  person  staying  In  the  vehicle  and 
being  protected  by  the  vehicle  passenger  compartment.  In  known  cases  of  those  occupants  l<illed  who  were  totally  ejected 
from  the  vehicle,  92.3%  were  not  wearing  safety  belts  and  of  those  partially  ejected,  88.74%  were  not  belted.  Of  the 
occupants  not  ejected  from  their  vehicles,  53.3%  failed  to  wear  their  safety  belts. 

A  need  exists  to  assist  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  of  MoDOT  to  continue  to  observe,  analyze  and  report  a 

statewide  seat  belt  usage  rate  for  2014. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 
Goal: 

To  establish  a  NHTSA-recognized  Missouri  statewide  seat  belt  usage  rate  for  2014,  through  a  statewide  seat  belt 
observational  survey. 

Objectives: 

During  this  grant  period  the  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  conduct  a  statewide  seat  belt  survey  between  June  2  and  June  13, 
2014.  Upon  completion  of  the  survey,  all  data  will  be  collected  and  analyzed  and  a  final  report  will  be  issued  to  the  MoDOT 
Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  oorrtract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

-  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

-  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 

documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

•  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

-  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

•  Whether  grantee  will  receive  ftindlng  for  future  projects. 

•Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

The  National  Highway  Traffic  Administration  (NHTSA)  Issued  a  new  Uniform  Criteria  for  State  Observational  Surveys  of  Seat 
Belt  Use,  with  the  Final  Rule  being  published  in  the  Federal  Register  (Vol.  76,  No.  63,  Friday,  April  1, 2011,  Rules  and 
Regulations,  pp.  16042  - 10859).  The  Uniform  Criteria  was  revised  in  an  effort  to  standardize  the  requirements  for  the 
state-wide  observing  and  reporting  of  seat  belt  use  for  drivers  and  right  front-seat  passengers.  The  new  requirements  contain 
numerous  important  changes  to  include:  county  selection  based  upon  fatality-based  exclusion  criterion  rather  than  the 
population-based  criterion  of  the  past,  the  use  of  a  weighted  calculation  based  upon  several  factors,  a  change  in  the  standard 
enrorfinom  5.0  percent  to  2.5  percent,  and  the  involvement  of  a  qualified  statistician  in  the  sampling  design  and  annual 
reporting  aspects  of  the  survey.  Missouri's  methodology  was  approved  t>y  NHTSA  March  29, 2013. 

The  following  reports  the  2014  results  of  Missouri's  annual  state-wide  seat  belt  use  survey,  the  principal  objective  being  to 
establish  a  seat  belt  usage  rate  of  drivers  and  right  front-seat  passengers  from  which  strategies  targeting  educational  and 


enforcement  occupant  protection  programs  can  be  developed.  Missouri's  sampling  plan  addresses  both  the  need  for  a 
state-wide  seat  belt  usage  rate  (required  by  NHTSA)  and  a  usage  rate  for  each  of  the  seven  Missouri  Department  of 

Transportation  (MoDOT)  Districts.  A  regional  coalition  consisting  of  traffic  safety  experts  exists  withiin  each  of  the  seven 
MoDOT  District's  and  is  tasl<ed  with  the  development  of  a  regionally  based  strategy  to  reduce  crash-related  fatalities.  The 
ability  to  provide  each  regional  coalition  with  a  district  seat  belt  use  estimate  would  be  helpful  in  the  establishment  of 
programs  to  improve  seat  belt  use. 

Missouri's  observational  survey  of  seat  belt  usage  took  place  June  2rd  through  June  15th,  2014.  MoDOT's  Traffic  and 
Highway  Safety  Division  contracted  with  the  Missouri  Safety  Center  located  at  the  University  of  Central  Missouri  to  help 
develop,  implement,  and  analyze  the  2014  observational  survey  with  the  statistical  expertise  being  provided  by  Dr.  Donald  N. 
Nimmer,  Director  Emeritus  of  Institutional  Research  at  the  University  of  Central  Missouri. 

Observers  recorded  data  from  560  sites  within  the  28  Missouri  counties  on  117,297  vehicle  occupants  of  whom  90,015  were 
drivers  and  27,282  were  outboard  front  seat  passengers;  of  these,  belt  use  was  unl^nown  for  1,044  vehicle  occupants. 

Based  upon  a  total  of  1 17,297  vehicle  occupants  observed,  the  2014  seat  belt  use  rate  on  Missouri  roadways  was  found  to 
be  78.8  percent  with  a  starKlard  error  of  0.241 .  Of  these  1 17,297  occupants,  seat  belt  use  could  not  be  determined  for  1 ,044 

drivers  and  right  front  seat  passengers.  Therefore,  the  non-response  or  unknown  use  rate  for  the  1,044  occupants  was 
0.8900  percent,  and  does  not  exceed  the  10  percent  requirement  established  by  NIHTSA. 

A  total  of  46  observers  were  hired  and  trained  by  the  Missouri  Safety  Center.  All  but  twelve  of  the  observers  were 
experienced  data  collectors  who  had  conducted  seat  belt  observations  in  past  surveys.  The  twelve  newly  hired  surveyors 
received  additional  and  individual  training  finom  the  Missouri  Safety  Center. 

The  Quality  Control  (QC)  Monitors  were  given  additional  training  that  focused  on  their  specific  duties.  These  duties  Included 

verifying  that  the  observers  were  at  the  appropriate  observation  site  during  the  assigned  time,  ensuring  that  the  observers 
were  following  field  protocol  and  offering  assistance  if  needed.  Seven  quality  control  monitors  were  utilized  to  conduct 
random  unannounced  visits  to  161  of  the  total  560  observation  sites.  This  represents  a  28  percent  monitoring  rate  which  is 
well  above  the  5  percent  rate  required  by  NHTSA. 

Statewide  Official  Final  Report  to  MoDOTs  Traffic  and  Highway  Satiety  Division  Is  forthcoming  as  of  November  20,  2014. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

402/20.600  $138,883.35  $129,226.16 

HS  CONTACT: 

Scott  Jones 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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MISSOURI  Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE:  PROJECT  NUMBER: 

Enforcement  -  ClOT  14-OP-05-002 

PROGRAM  AREA:  JURISDICTION  SIZE: 

05  6,000,000 

TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION:  TARGETED  POPULATION: 

Statewide  All  Drivers 

AGENCY  NAME:  AGENCY  CONTACT: 

Missouri  Safety  Center  Mr.  Terry  Butler 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Through  this  grant  the  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  help  encourage  law  enforcement  agencies  to  participate  in  the  State's 
occupant  proteotion  enforcement  and  special  mobilization  efforts  to  increase  the  awareness  and  compliance  of  seat  beit 
usage  by  all  Missouri  drivers.  This  will  lie  accomplished  through  sub-award  grants  to  law  enforcement  agencies,  selected  by 

the  THSD,  making  available  overtime  funds  to  encourage  law  enforcement  agencies  to  increase  their  occupant  protection 
enforcement  during  the  May  and  June  national  Click  It  or  Ticl<et  (ClOT)  campaign.  Additional  agencies  may  be  added  or 
removed  based  on  available  funds  and  guidance  from  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  -  MoDOT. 

Personnel:  The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  provide  one  full-time  Support  Staff,  Office  Professional  at  20%  of  total  salary  and 
fringe  or  $6,887.03  to  meet  the  goals  and  objectives  of  this  grant  (this  individual  manages  4  additional  enforcement  grants 
for  an  additional  $34,435.15  in  grant  contributions  covering  a  total  of  100%  salary). 

Upon  receipt  of  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  at  MoDOT  enforcement  database  which  includes  the  identified  law 
enforcement  agencies  and  their  individual  funding  amounts,  a  pre-post  news  release  and  the  enforcement  informational 
letter  with  the  established  deadlines  for  submissbn,  the  Missouri  Safety  Center  will: 

-  E-mail  invitations  and  sub-award  grant  contracts  to  all  designated  agencies, 

-  Either  by  phone  or  electronically  make  a  minimum  of  two  contacts  to  those  agencies  that  did  not  respond  by  the 
established  deadline  and  determine  their  participation  status,  and  inform  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  representative, 

-  E-mail  the  participation  and  infomnational  documents  to  law  enforcement  agencies  upon  receipt  of  their  signed  contracts 
indicating  their  desire  to  participate, 

-  Receive,  upon  completion  of  the  enforcement  effort,  the  agency  Manpower  Report  Fonn  indicating  the  number  of  officers 

and  hours  worked  for  reimbursement, 

-  Receive,  upon  completion  of  the  enforcement  effort,  departmental  documentation  for  verification  of  officer(s)  overtime 
payment, 

-  Make,  as  needed,  additional  contacts  to  those  agencies  that  have  not  submitted  their  Manpower  Report  Forni  by  the 

established  deadline, 

-  Verify  the  participating  agency  has  submitted  their  Enforcement  Statistics  Reports  via  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety 
Division  Online  Mobilization  Reporting  system, 

-Verify  the  Manpower  Report  Form  and  requested  reimbursement  amounts  are  accurate  and  within  the  contract 
specifications,  approve,  and  process  for  payment, 

-  Submit  a  report  and  reimbursement  voucher  to  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  at  MoDOT  upon  completion  of  the 
enforcement  effort, 

-  Submit  back  to  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  the  updated  databases. 
PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Traffic  crashes  are  the  leading  cause  of  death  in  the  United  States.  It  is  well  recognized  that  one  of  the  best  means  of 
defense  in  a  crash  is  to  be  protected  by  a  seat  belt  or  a  child  safety  seat.  Increasing  safety  belt  use  has  tremendous  potential 
for  saving  lives,  preventing  injuries,  and  reducing  the  economic  costs  associated  with  traffic  crashes.  The  ovenwhelming 
percentage  of  people  kilted  on  Missouri  roads  or  seriously  injured  in  2003-2011,  in  all  probability,  had  a  safety  belt  available 
for  use  (except  for  pedestrians,  bicyclists,  and  motorcyclists).  A  substantial  number  of  2,485  occupants  killed  in  2009-2011 
Missouri  traffic  crashes  were  not  wearing  safety  belts  compared  to  those  injured  and  not  injured.  In  fatal  crashes  where 
safety  belt  usage  was  known,  67.8%  of  the  people  who  died  were  not  buckled  up.  Of  those  18,279  seriously  injured,  35.8% 
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were  not  belted.  Conversely,  of  those  not  Injured,  722,486  were  wearing  a  safety  belt. 

Safety  belt  use  dramatically  reduces  a  person's  chance  of  being  killed  or  seriously  injured  in  a  traffic  crasti.  Of  the  drivers 
involved  in  2009-201 1  crashes,  1  in  2  was  injured  when  they  failed  to  wear  their  safety  belt,  however,  when  they  were  wearing 
a  safety  belt,  their  chances  of  being  injured  in  the  crash  were  1  in  8.  When  examining  driver  deaths,  the  differences  are  much 
more  significant.  Drivers  had  a  1  in  30.4  chance  of  being  killed  if  they  were  not  wearing  a  safety  belt;  but  that  chance  dropped 
dramatically  to  only  1  in  1,418  if  the  driver  was  wearing  a  safety  belt. 

The  possibility  of  death  and  serious  injury  dramatically  increases  In  cases  where  the  person  is  ejected  from  the  vehicle  at  the 
time  of  the  crash.  One  of  the  benefits  of  t)elng  belted  is  it  increases  the  probability  of  the  person  staying  in  the  vehicle  and 
being  protected  by  the  vehicle  passenger  compartment.  In  known  cases  of  those  occupants  killed  who  were  totally  ejected 
finom  the  vehicle,  92.3%  were  not  wearing  safety  belts  and  of  those  partially  ejected,  88.74%  were  not  belted.  Of  the 
occupants  not  ejected  from  their  vehicles,  53.3%  failed  to  wear  their  safety  belts. 

Missouri  continues  to  make  progress,  through  public  information  and  enforcement  efforts,  to  increase  the  use  of  seat  belts, 
however;  more  effort  is  needed  in  the  area  of  enforcement  during  the  nattonal  Click  It  or  Ticket  campaign.  Missouri's 
Blueprint  to  Save  More  Lives  (2012-2016)  established  "aggressively  enforce  the  occupant  protection  component  of  the  GDL 

law,"  "encourage  law  enforcement  to  take  a  zero  tolerance  policy  when  enforcing  the  secondary  occupant  protection  law," 
and  "increase  the  emphasis  on  special  occupant  protection  mobilizations  that  include  information  campaigns  and  selective 
traffic  enforcement  programs"  as  key  unrestrained  drivers  and  occupants  strategies. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Goal: 

The  goal  of  this  project  is  to  encourage  increased  participation  by  law  enforcement  partners  in  the  State's  occupant  protection 
enforcement  and  special  mobilization  efforts  during  the  national  Click  It  or  Ticket  (C10T)  campaign. 

Objective: 

During  this  grant  period  the  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  provide  targeted  law  enforcement  agencies  with  the  resources  to  pay 
full,  part-time  and  reserve  officers  overtime  for  occupant  protection  enforcement  in  targeted  locations  to  increase  the 
awareness  and  compliance  of  seat  belt  usage  by  all  Missouri  drivers  during  the  national  Click  It  or  Tick^  (ClOT)  campaign. 
These  resources  will  be  in  the  fomn  of  sub-award  grants  to  law  enforcement  identified  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety 

Division  of  MoDOT  (THSD). 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarteriy,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

-  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluattons  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  actlvffies  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  Incentive  items  or  educatk>n  materials  produced  or 

purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  IHighway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  spedfically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

•  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

"Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfectory 
justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

Out  of  152  agencies  that  were  offered  mini-grants  through  the  Missouri  Safety  Center,  119  responded  (79%).  Eighty-six 
agencies  used  the  funding  (57%)  using  $124,187.86  of  grant  funds.  There  were  a  total  of  3,883  officer  hours  billed,  with  460 
officers  participating.  Including  administrative  costs  incunred  by  the  Missouri  Safety  Center,  a  total  of  $132,214.48  was 


expended  on  this  project. 

Total  participation  in  Click  It  or  Ticket  for  2014  included  150  agencies  reporting  to  the  on-line  Mobilization  Reporting  website. 
Agencies  reported  a  total  of  5,660  seat  belt  citations  (301  warnings)  and  226  child  restraint  citations  (15  warnings).  Several 
larger  agencies  used  their  own  grant  funds  to  schedule  overtime  enforcement  during  this  mobilization  and  did  not  utilize 
mini-grant  funding. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

402/20.600  $224,945.57  $132,214.48 

HS  CONTACT: 

Scott  Jones 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  IVIoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


Survey  -  CPS 


14-OP-05-023 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURiSDICnON  SIZE: 


05 


6,000.000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


Youth 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Missouri  Safety  Center 


Mr.  Terry  Butler 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

The  Missouri  Safety  Center  proposes  to  conduct  a  child  safety  seat  survey  between  March  1st  and  May  31st,  2014,  in  18 
counties  at  21  Wal-Mart  stores.  The  purpose  of  the  survey  is  to  determine  observed  restraint  use  versus  nonuse  of  restraint 
devv^  (ije.  cliild  safety  seat,  booster  seat  and  safety  belt)  by  children  under  the  age  of  four.  Observations  will  be  based 
upon  use  vs.  nonuse  and  will  not  determine  "correct"  usage  of  these  restraints.  The  survey  will  observe  use  vs.  nonuse  in 
ail  cars,  pickup  trucks,  vans  and  buses  manufactured  with  safety  belts.  The  methodology  will  continue  to  be  the  same  as  ail 
previous  diild  safety  seat  surveys. 

For  the  child  safety  seat  sun/ey,  the  Missouri  Safety  Center,  in  cooperation  with  the  Traffic  &  Highway  Safety  Division, 
MoDOT,  and  the  MO  CPS  Advisory  Committee,  will  maintain  a  core  group  of  trained  observers  to  ensure  accurate  and 
consistent  data  collection.  Detailed  reports  will  be  submitted  to  the  Highway  Safety  Division  upon  completion  of  the  survey. 

Personnel:  The  Missouri  Safety  Center  will  provide  one  full-time  Professional  Staff,  LaGena  Spence,  at  15%  of  total  salary 
and  fringe  at  $10,824.33  (this  individual  could  potentially  manage  3  additional  sun/eys  for  an  additional  $57,729.76  in  grant 
contributions  covering  a  total  of  95%  salary,*match  =  $3,608.12)  to  manage  this  survey  project  and  complete  the  following: 

The  2014  survey  will  be  developed  and  conducted  as  a  replication  of  former  surveys  and  will  be  conducted  at  the  same 
locations,  time  of  day  and  day  of  the  week  and  conducted  by  a  similar  number  of  ot>servers. 

Upon  completion  of  the  survey,  all  data  will  be  collected  and  analyzed  and  a  final  report  will  be  issued  to  the  Trafflo  and 
Highway  Safety  Division  -  MoDOT. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

In  2009-201 1,15  children  under  the  age  of  4  were  killed  in  a  motor  vehicle;  20%  were  not  using  any  type  of  restraint  device 
(in  known  cases).  Another  107  children  were  seriously  injured.  In  known  cases,  16.8%  were  not  in  any  restraint  device  and 
5.6%  were  in  an  adult  safety  belt. 

During  that  same  period  of  time  13  children,  ages  4  through  7,  were  killed  in  a  motor  vehicle;  in  known  cases,  46.2%  were 
not  using  any  type  of  restraint  device.  Another  208  children  within  this  age  group  were  seriously  injured  -  27.4%  were  not 
secured  in  any  type  of  restraint  device,  34.6%  were  in  a  child  restraint,  and  25.5%  were  in  an  adult  safety  belt. 

The  last  child  safety  seat  usage  observational  survey  was  conducted  in  2009,  an  opportunity  exists  to  update  the  data  by 
conducting  another  child  safety  seat  survey  to  establish  current  usage  rates  in  Missouri. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Goal: 

1 .  Conduct  a  child  safety  seat  survey  between  March  1st  and  May  31st,  2014,  in  18  counties  at  21  Wal-Mart  stores. 

Objective: 

1 .  To  determine  observed  restraint  use  (i.e.  child  safety  seat,  booster  seat  and  safety  be^  versus  non  use  by  children  under 
the  age  of  four.  The  methodology  will  continue  to  be  the  same  as  all  previous  child  safety  seat  surveys. 
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EVALUATION: 


The  MHTC  will  admlnistiatively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  t>e  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  voudiers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 

expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

■  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

'  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 

location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  trafRc  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  firequem^  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  Items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

■  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  soieiy  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justificaition  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

Summary  of  the  Rndings 

•  The  2014  data  from  21  survey  sites  revealed  that  91 .2  percent  of  the  2,432  children  under  age  four  were  restrained.  This  is 
a  0.1  percent  decrease  from  the  reported  2009  restraint  use  figure  (91.3%). 

•  Manchester  (97%),  Troy  (97%),  Kirkwood  (96%),  Pestus  (96%),  and  Vifen«nsburg  (96%)  had  the  highest  cMId  restraint  use 

respectfully.  Gladstone,  Aurora,  Springfield,  Wentzville,  Osage  Beach,  Bolivar,  Higginsville,  Lee's  SummK,  Oak  Grove,  and 
Kirksville  had  over  90  percent  child  restraint  use.  Sikeston  had  the  lowest  restraint  use  rate  at  79  percent 

•  Ninety-two  percent  of  the  children  were  located  in  the  back  seat  of  the  vehtele. 

The  18  counties  were  randomly  selected  fifom  the  list  of  Urban  and  Rured  counties  utiTized  for  the  Statewide  Safety  Belt 

Survey  prior  to  2013.  Jackson  and  St.  Louis  Counties  were  automatfcaBy  placed  in  the  pool,  due  to  their  large  population 
base.  Three  additional  Urban  counties  (population  of  50,000  or  more)  and  13  rural  counties  (population  less  than  50,000) 
were  randomly  selected  from  the  pool  of  five  remaining  Urban  and  13  Rurei  counties.  The  Urban  counties  selected  were: 
Boone,  Clay,  Greene,  Jackson,  St.  Louis,  and  St.  Charles.  Adair,  Camden,  Callaway,  Jefferson,  Johnson,  Lawrence, 
Lafayette,  Lincoln,  Platte,  Polk,  Scott,  and  Webster  were  selected  from  the  Rural  county  pool.  Greene  County  was  in  the 
original  pool  of  counties  selected  for  the  statewide  safety  belt  suraey  but  was  later  replaced. 

Most  surveys  were  conducted  on  Friday,  Saturday  or  Sunday.  Collection  periods  were  in  two  hour  blocks  from  9:00-1 1 :00 
am,  1:00-3:00  pm,  and  5:00-7:00  pm  totaling  six  observational  hours  per  site.  There  were  a  total  of  126  hours  of 
obsen/ationai  time  for  the  21  survey  sites.  A  total  of  2,432  children  were  obsen/ed  under  the  age  of  four  riding  in  2,056 
vehicles. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AIMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AIMOUNT: 

$39,241.70  $31,375.79 

HS  CONTACT: 

PamHoetecher 

P.O.  Box  270 

830  MoDOT  Drive 

Jeffarson  Cify,  MO  65102 

1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  NUMBER: 


CPS  2011(d) 
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PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 
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5.700.000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


Statewide 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division 


Mrs.  Pamela  Hoelscher 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Funding  will  cover  the  costs  of  CPS  training  and  supplies  (including  child  safety  seats  and  booster  seats),  printing,  and 
travel  expenses  relating  to  child  passenger  safety  education.  In  addition,  a  supply  of  child  safety  seats  will  be  provided  to 
Inspection  Stations  listed  on  the  NHTSA  website  (that  also  follow  guidelines  as  set  fbrth  by  the  Missouri  CPS  Advisory 
Committee).  Law  Enforcement  overtime  and  Media  expenses  will  be  covered  under  a  separate  201 1(d)  grant. 

Note:  Missouri  has  been  awarded  Section  201 1  (d)  grant  funding  every  year  since  2006  when  it  qualified  for  the  funding. 
Staff  will  continue  to  make  application  if  funding  is  available  during  the  coming  fiscal  year. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Motor  vehicle  crashes  remain  the  leading  cause  of  unintentional  injury-related  deaths  among  children  under  the  age  of  16 
years  in  Missouri.  In  2010, 17  fatalities,  and  100  reported  disabling  injuries  to  children  under  age  8  were  due  to  motor 
vehicle  crashes  in  Missouri.  Many  of  the  injuries  and  fatalities  occur  when  children  ride  unrestrained  or  are  improperly 
restrained.  It  is  estimated  that  73  percent  of  children  nationwide  who  are  placed  in  child  safety  seats  are  improperly 
restrained. 

Lack  of  funds  to  purchase  child  safety  seats  and  booster  seats  contributes  to  lower  usage  rates  among  low-income  families. 
However,  research  shows  that  95  percent  of  low-income  families  who  own  a  child  safety  seat  use  it.  Improving  access  to 
affordable  child  restraint  systems  and  educating  parents  or  care-givers  about  proper  installation  and  use  are  key  components 
to  increase  use  rates  in  these  socio-economic  groups 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Goal: 

Expand  efforts  to  reduce  the  total  number  of  fatalities  and  serious  injuries  to  children  ages  birth  to  eight. 
Objectives: 

-Support  6  CPS  classes  this  fiscal  year 

-Distribute  100,000  brochures  on  the  proper  installation  and  use  of  child  safety  seats 
-Distribute  6000  car  seats/booster  seats  to  low  income  families 

-Participate  in  statewide  CPS  enforcement/education  campaign 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 

expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  r«)uired 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 
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•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

•  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

Public  awareness  activities  (media  reieases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materiais  produced  or 
purchased) 

■  Other  (any  other  infomration  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  t>e  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

'  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 
'  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

The  above  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 
RESULTS: 

There  were  12  MoDOT-sponsored  CPS  courses  held  during  this  fiscal  year.  One  hundred  eighty  new  CPS  technicians 

became  certified.  The  certification  classes  were  held  in  Hannibal,  Waynesville,  Linn,  Springfield,  Fenton,  West  Plains,  Hayti, 
Potosi,  St.  James,  Fort  Wood,  Columbia,  and  Joplin.  In  addition,  some  registration  fees  were  reimbursed  for  these  classes. 
Equipment  such  as  a  lap  top,  car  seats  and  pool  noodles  were  purchased  for  use  during  classes. 

Approximately  805  child  safety  seats  were  provided  throughout  the  fiscal  year  to  approximately  100  inspection  stations 
statewide. 

Media  buys  and  CPS  Weeic  Enforcement  Mobilizations  were  also  supported  with  the  201 1(d)  funding.  Those  projects  are 

covered  under  2  other  separate  reports  and  are  included  in  this  2014  Annual  Report. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$50,835.62  $31,638.35 

HS  CONTACT: 

Pam  Hoelscher 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

This  funding  will  be  used  to  finance  the  travel/hotel  expenses  for  the  Missouri  CPS  Advisory  Committee.  Attendance  to  the 
Annual  CPS  Summit  will  afford  members  (strategically  placed  around  the  state)  to  come  together  to  discuss  budget/plans 
for  CPS  programs  in  Missouri,  including  improvements/enhancements  to  the  existing  CPS  programs. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Due  to  passage  of  Booster  Seat  legislation  in  2006,  the  MO  CPS  Advisory  Committee  was  organized  to  assist  with  policy 
regarding  the  new  legislation.  The  Advisory  Committee  needs  to  meet  on  an  annual  basis  so  members  can  discuss 
enhancements  to  existing  CPS  programs  in  Missouri,  and  a  budget/plan  for  coming  fiscal  year. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

To  fund  travd/hot^/bantpi^  expenses  for  CPS  Advisory  Committee  members  to  attend  the  annual  CPS  Summit 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  dass,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  saf^  effort; 

documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

-  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

■  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

•  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

The  MO  CPS  Advisory  Committee  met  during  its  Annual  CPS  Summit  on  July  31-August  1,  2014.  A  Media  Skills  Course 
sponsored  by  NHTSA  was  provided  for  the  group.  Ginny  Vineyard  facilitated  the  class  for  all  committee  members  on  the  first 
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day  of  the  Summit.  A  working  lunch  was  held  with  representatives  attending  from  local  media  groups.  A  question/answer 

session  was  held. 

CPS  Coordinator  Pam  Hoelscher  provided  or  reported  on  the  following:  Current  Instructor/Technician/Inspection  Station 
Listings,  status  of  Missouri  recertifications;  status  of  child  safety  seat  order  for  2014,  ^alities/serious  injuries  map  for  ages 
8-12;  Seat  Check  Saturday  September  20,  2014,  the  2013  National  Survey  of  the  Use  of  Booster  Seats,  Budget/Priorities  for 
FY2015.  The  coordinator  also  infonned  the  group  about  the  CPS  Enforcement  Mobilization  that  will  be  held  during  National 
CPS  Weelt,  and  that  a  CPS  Suney  was  held  in  the  spring  of  2014,  however,  results  were  not  available  at  this  time. 

Daphne  Greenlee  reported  she  is  planning  a  CPS  Buckle  Up  Conference  the  following  May.  All  members  were 
invited/encouraged  to  attend.  The  scheduled  dates  are  May  27-28, 2015. 

Other  members  reported  on  CPS  activities  in  each  of  their  areas.  The  next  CPS  Summit  will  be  scheduled  during  the  same 
time  firame  n«(t  year. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$10,000.00  $1,245.04 

HS  CONTACT: 

Pam  Hoelscher 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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ENGINEERING  SERVICES 


The  most  effective  traffic  safely  program  includes  ttree  componoit  parts:  1)  Enforcemrait;  2)  Educatioii;  and  3)  Engineering. 

This  program  area  identified  engineering  issues  and  incorporates  them  into  a  comprehensive  countermeasure  effort.  In  addition, 
data  collection  supplements  these  components — without  the  timely  collection  of  statistics,  none  of  the  countermeasures  would  be 
complete. 


BENCHMARKS 


Established 

Result 

To  assure  there  is  a  robust  traffic  data  system  available  to 
assist  all  data  users  in  development  of  appropriate  traffic 
safety  countermeasures 

Benchmark: 

•     In  2009,  local  law  enforcement  agencies  began 
electronically  submitting  crash  reports  through 
LETS. 

In  2014,  there  were  four  (4)  LETS  training  courses 
conducted.  A  total  of  five  (2)  webinars  were  also  conducted 
to  instruct  law  enforcement  agencies  in  their  implementation 
of  LETS.  A  one  hour  webinar  was  recorded  for  reuse  and 
reference  for  LETS  administrators.  Intotalei^iteNi(18)law 
enforcement  agencies  took  advantage  of  the  training 
provided. 

To  provide  adequate  training  on  an  armual  basis  that  will 
support  and  enhance  the  ability  of  state  and  local  agencies 
in  developing  accident  countermeasures 

Benchmark: 

•    Conduct  one  road  safely  audit  with  law 
enforcement 

Agencies  are  capable  of  electronically  filing  their  crash 
reports  into  the  Missouri  State  Accident  Reporting  System 
(STARS).  M8HP  lYaffic  Records  Division  personnel 

completed  7  STARS  Accident  Report/  Classification 
Training  sessions  to  132  representatives  from  51  local  law 
enforcement  agencies.  These  seminars  were  held  at 
Jefferson  City,  Lee's  Summit,  Macon,  Poplar  Bluffy 
Springfield,  and  Weldon  Spring. 

Strategies 

Identified 

Implemented 

Encode  all  accident  reports  into  the  STARS  system,  ensuring 
accuracy  and  efficiency,  and  provide  equipment  to  support 
STARS  maintenance 

The  total  number  of  motor  vehicle  accident  reports  encoded 
into  STARS  was  139,004  compared  to  123,858  reports 
encoded  for  the  period  October  1,  2012,  through  September 
30,  2013.  Traffic  Records  Division  pereonnel  worked 
2,777  overtime  hours  processing  47,194  accident  reports. 
A  total  of  500  coroner  kits  were  purchased  for  coroners  and 
medical  examiners  to  collect  specimens  from  traffic  fatality 
victims.  A  total  of  606  kits  were  distributed  when  division 
personnel  attend  the  fall  and  spring  coroner  training. 

Utilize  statistics  gathered  from  STARS  to  assist  MoDOT's 
Traffic  and  M^may  Safety  Division  and  local  communities 
in  developing  problem  identification 

STARS  statistical  reports  are  available  to  all  local  agencies. 
MoDOT's  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  utilize  the 
maps  when  assessing  statewide  grants  based  on  problem 
identification. 

Provide  expertise  and  fimding  to  assure  communities  are  in 
compliance  with  uniform  traffic  codes  and  that  the  bridges 
within  their  jurisdictions  are  upgraded  in  terms  of  their  safety 

Consulting  services  -were  povided  for  Traffic  oigineering 
projects  around  the  state.  Funding  was  focused  on 
correcting  operatioiml  problems  on  city  and  county  streets, 
and  highways. 

A  total  of  18  consultant  projects  were  funded  through  the 
grant  this  fiscal  year.  Those  consultant  services  were 
provided  on  projects  located  in  Belton  County,  Jefferson 
County,  Hillsboro,  St.  Peters,  OTallon,  Haitisonville, 

Rolla,  Independence,  Strafford,  Holts  Summit  and  Ashland. 

Provide  training  to  assure  state  and  local  engineers  are  kept 
abreast  of  current  technology 

In  May  2014,  the  state  of  Missouri  held  its  annual  Traffic 
and  Safety  Confisrence.  Over  200  participants  attended  this 
year's  conference  that  covered  various  safety  and  traffic 
topics.  Many  of  the  speakers  came  from  locations  across  the 
United  States  to  demonstrate  fiieir  knowledge  of  exciting 
subject  matter.  During  the  conference,  separate  workshops 
were  held  to  train  individuals  on  various  subjects.  The 
2014  conference  received  many  positive  remarlcs 
documented  on  the  evaluation  forms. 
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Continue  LETS  software  improvement  and  training  -  train 
users  on  accessing  and  utilizing  LETS  system,  log  users  into 
the  systeni,  and  provide  help  desk  through  REJIS 

LETS  training  w^  paformed  at  the  REJIS  St  Louis 
location  and  Kansas  City  Police  Academy  on  four  (4) 
separate  dates  during  2014.  A  total  of  nineteen  (18)  LETS 

agencies  were  trained. 

Continue  to  serve  on  the  Traffic  Records  Coordinating 
Committee  and  assist  in  the  redevelopment  of  tiie  Missouri 
Traffic  Records  Strategic  Plan 

THSD  serve  as  members  and  facilitators  on  the  TRCC 
Committee.  THSD  provides  crucial  data  and  contact 
information  for  completion  of  the  strategic  plan. 

Continue  to  emphasize  linkage  capability  withm  the  traffic 
records  data  systems  to  generate  merged  records  for  analytic 
purposes. 

Merged  records  are  generated  for  analytic  purposes.  The 
reconunendations  made  by  the  Traffic  Records  Assessment 
Team  are  continually  reviewed  and  implemented  when 
possible. 

Implement  recommendations  of  the  201 1  Traffic  Records 
Assessment  into  the  statewide  strategic  plan  (as  required  in 
Section  40SC  unplementmg  guidelines) 

The  Traffic  Records  Coordinating  Committee  reviews 
guidelines  and  continues  to  consider  and  include 
recommendations  fivm  the  201 1  Assessment  on  an  annual 

basis. 

Continually  refine  and  enhance  Missouri's  data  collection 
and  analysis  systems  in  order  to  produce  tables  and  n^xnts 
that  provide  standardized  exposure  data  for  use  m  devel(q)mg 
traffic  safety  countermeasure  programs 

The  THSD  worked  the  MSHP  statistical  analysis  center  to 
provide  updated  information  on  the  MSHP  web  site.  Crash 
data  is  made  available  to  cities  and  counties  needing  to 
develop  highway  safety  countermeasure  projects. 

Promote  use  of  the  online  law  enforcement  mobilization 
reporting  system 

The  onlme  law  enforcement  mobilization  reportmg  system 

continues  to  be  very  effective.  Reports  can  be  generated 
from  the  information  entered  by  law  enforcement  agencies 
into  the  system.  This  reporting  system  is  promoted  during 
grant  workshops,  conferences,  and  visits  with  the  agencies. 

Collaborate  with  the  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol  to  assure 
that  Missouri's  traffic  crash  report  form  conqplies  with  2008 
revised  MMUCC  standards 

The  MSHP  has  revised  the  crash  report  to  include  the 
necessary  MMUCC  guidelines.  The  MSHP  is  using  the 
revised  report  and  has  issued  local  agencies  the  revised 
report  so  that  all  agencies  in  the  state  wiU  be  completing  the 
same  crash  report.  The  new  crash  reports  were  fiiUy 
implemented  in  January  2012. 

Mamtain  and  improve  as  needed  a  totally  Web-based 

Highway  Safety  grants  management  system  working  in 
conjunction  with  the  Highway  Safety  Office,  REJIS,  and 
MoDOT's  Infonmition  Technology  division 

The  GMS  is  continually  iqidated/enhanced  as  needed.  The 
most  recent  rewrite  was  completed  and  was  made  available 
for  the  processing  of  the  2010  grants.  We  are  currently 
reviewing  tiie  process  to  develop  a  complete  online 
paperless  grant  submission  system. 
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PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


MoDOT  Traffic  Safety  CotTference 


14-RS-1 1-001 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


11 


5,700,000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


StateMride 


Statewide 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division 


Mrs.  Pamela  Hoelscher 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Host  a  traffic  safety  conference.  The  conference  will  provide  a  forum  for  the  discussion  of  highway  safety  engineering 
topics  and  include  speakers  from  both  the  public  and  private  sectors.  The  conference  will  be  approximately  two  days  in 
length  and  include  about  one  hundred  (100)  participants.  It  will  be  held  in  the  spring.  Contract  expenses  include  location 
and  spealter  costs. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

On  the  local  government  level  there  exists  a  lack  of  trained  personnel  in  traffic  engineering.  Often  the  task  of  evaluating  or 
recognizing  traffic  problems  lies  with  personnel  who  primary  responsibilities  are  directed  elsewhere.  Their  training  and 
qualifications  are  not  always  related  to  traffic  or  safety  engineering.  This  becomes  a  support  problem  in  that  trained 
personnel  are  needed  who  are  aware  of  the  traveling  and  pedestrian  public. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Provide  a  conference  for  traffic  safety  engineers  and  advocates  to  share  success  stories  and  ideas  regarding  traffic  safety. 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 

expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  seitii^nnuaO  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

-  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  dass,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 

location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

-  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipnnent  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 

purchased) 

Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

*Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goats  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  Is  provided. 

The  above  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 
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RESULTS: 


In  May  2014,  the  state  of  Missouri  held  its  annual  Traffic  and  Safety  Conferenoe.  Over  200  participants  attended  this  year's 
conference  that  covered  various  safety  and  traffic  topics.  Many  of  the  speal<ers  came  from  locations  across  the  United  States 
to  demonstrate  their  knowledge  of  exciting  subject  matter.  During  the  conference,  separate  workshops  were  held  to  train 
individuals  on  various  subjeets.  The  2014  eonferenoe  received  mary  posiUve  remaite  documented  on  the  evaluation  forms. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$36,000.00  $35,207.06 

HS  CONTACT: 

Pam  Hoelscher 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 


236 


MISSOURI 


Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


CPS  Program  Activities 


14-CR-05-001 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


05 


5,700.000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


Statewide 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Traffic  and  IHighway  Safety  Division 
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PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Fewer  children  will  be  injured  or  Icilled  in  motor  vehicle  crashes  every  year  by  ensuring  that  parents  and  care-givers  are 
provided  with  accurate  Information  about  the  correct  installation  and  proper  use  of  child  restraints. 

In  an  effort  to  provide  consistency  among  CPS  Instructors,  this  funding  may  also  be  used  to  finance  the  travel  expenses  for 
two  members  of  the  Missouri  CPS  Advisory  Committee  (who  are  required  to  hold  instructor  certification)  to  a  CPS  related 
Conference  where  they  can  obtain  technical  updates.  Attendance  at  a  CPS  related  conference  will  also  afford  them  the 
opportunity  to  network  with  other  instructors/technicians  as  well  as  other  safety  professionals  from  other  states  so  they  can 
bring  back  valuable  information  that  will  be  shared  with  CPS  communities  around  ttie  state. 

In  addition,  this  funding  may  be  used  to  purchase  child  safety  seats  and  other  necessary  expenses  for  exhibits  not  allowable 
under  the  201 1(d)  grant  funding,  such  as  t-shirts  or  other  incentives  with  safety  messages. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Mdtor  vehtde  crashes  are  the  leading  cause  of  death  for  children  ages  2-14.  More  than  90%  of  child  restraints  are  estimated 

to  be  used  incorrectly  in  Missouri.  Many  children  age  14  and  under  ride  in  the  wrong  restraint  type  for  their  age  and  size. 
Sometimes  manufacturer's  instructions  are  difficult  to  understand.  Therefore,  parents  or  care-givers  may  need  assistance  in 
understanding  the  procedures  for  correct  installation  of  child  safety  seats. 

It  is  imperative  that  instructors  stay  abreast  of  the  most  current  technology  regarding  child  passenger  safety  issues  so  the 
Information  may  be  passed  on  to  the  public  through  certified  child  passenger  safety  technicians.  Travel  and  expenses  for 
Missouri  CPS  Instructors  are  not  allowed  under  the  201 1  (d)  grant,  therefore,  some  instructors  who  serve  on  the  MO  CPS 
Advisory  Committee  are  not  able  to  attend  the  Annual  Lifesavers  Conference  or  other  CPS-related  conferences  or  meetings, 
during  which  new  technology  or  other  CPS  updates  regarding  child  safety  seats  are  offered. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

To  provide  funding  for  expenses  for  CPS  professionals  which  are  not  authorized  under  2011(d)  funding. 
Objectives: 

-Fund  expenses  for  state  or  national  CPS  Conferences/Meetings/Trainings 
-Purchase  child  safety  seats  for  exhibits,  eta 

-Other  purchases  relating  to  CPS  activities  not  authorized  under  2011(d)  funding 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  vnll  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 


5.  Acc»mplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

■  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

'  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 
The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

*Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  t)ased  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

The  above  Evaluation  criten'a  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 
RESULTS: 

This  grant  funding  was  used  to  cover  travel  expenses  fora  member  of  the  MO  CPS  Advisory  Committee  to  attend  a  CPS 
related  Conference;  this  year  Kathy  Zents  attended  the  2014  KIM  Conference  where  she  took  the  opportunity  to  discuss 
issues/concerns  with  car  seat  manufacturers  involving  the  newest  child  safety  seats  on  the  market.  She  shared  this 
infontiation  with  other  Committee  members  during  the  Annual  CPS  Summit.  This  funding  is  important  as  it  is  the  only 
funding  opportunity  for  some  MO  CPS  Advteory  Committee  members  to  be  able  to  travel  to  and  attend  these  valuable  child 
passenger  safety  conferences. 

Child  safety  seats  were  also  purchased  and  distributed  to  the  remaining  inspection  stations  that  had  not  received  a  previous 

order  for  the  current  fiscal  year.  A  few  car  seats  used  for  training  purposes  were  also  purchased. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

402/20.600  $22,600.00  $12,769.72 

HS  CONTACT: 

Pam  Hoelscher 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  CRy,  MO  651(Q 
1-800-800-2358 
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TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


Statewide 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division 


Mrs.  Pamela  Hoelscher 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Traffic  Engineering  Assistance  Program  (TEAP) 

The  purpose  of  this  task  is  to  retain  private  consulting  firms  with  expertise  In  traffic  engineering  to  aid  cities  and  counties 

with  specific  operational  problems  on  their  streets  and  highways.  This  project  will  provide  for  the  retention  of  at  least  two 
consultants,  which  can  address  local  agency  problems  anywhere  in  the  state  without  geographical  limitations.  Requests  are 
submitted  to  the  IVIissouri  Department  of  Transportation  by  local  agencies.  If  the  local  agencies  meet  the  criteria  for 
participation  in  the  Traffic  Engineering  Assistance  Program,  selections  will  be  made  by  the  Missouri  Department  of 
Transportation  based  upon  need  and  ability.  NOTE:  This  project  does  not  provide  for  actual  design  in  connection  with  the 
solution.  It  attempts  to  provide  solutions  to  traffic  problems. 


All  announcements,  printings,  and  reports  shall  list  the  MoDOT  Highway  Safety  Division  and  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration  as  program  sponsors. 

The  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation  will  submit  a  letter  of  notification  to  the  Highway  Safety  Division's  Program 
Coordinator  stating  that  a  study  has  been  completed.  The  letter  must  include  a  brief  description  of  the  study  and 
information  about  the  local  agency  that  benefited  from  the  study. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Traffic  Engineering  Assistance  Program  (TEAP) 

It  is  often  necessary  for  cities  and  counties  to  obtain  the  services  of  private  consulting  engineering  firms  In  order  to  aid  them 
in  correcting  operational  problems  on  their  streets  and  highways.  Correction  of  these  problems  can  require  detailed 
assessmertt  of  traffic  crash  anal^is,  traffic  counts,  speed  surveys,  minor  origin  and  destination  studies,  non-rapid  transit 
studies,  parking  supply  and  demand,  capacity  analysis,  lighting  analysis  and  design,  traffic  control  devices  (inventory  and 
layout),  or  traffic  signal  progression  analysis  and  design.  Most  cities  and  counties  do  not  have  personnel  with  expertise  in 
these  areas  to  perform  the  necessary  analysis.  (This  is  not  a  complete  list  of  what  studies  a  traffic  engineer  consultant  may 
be  called  upon  to  perform.)  This  is  a  support  problem  where  methods  of  correcting  a  particular  situation  must  first  be 
examined  and  determined  before  they  can  be  implemented  or  evaluated  for  effectiveness. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

TEAP: 

The  TEAP  Program  is  aimed  at  correcting  operational  problems  on  city  and  county  streets  and  highways 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 
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4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

■  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  If  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  dasses,  dass  cancellation  infonnation) 

'  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 

purchased) 

'  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

'  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 
'  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  fbr  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

The  above  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 
RESULTS: 

Consulting  services  were  provided  for  Traffic  engineering  projects  around  the  state.  Funding  was  focused  on  correcting 
operational  problems  on  city  and  county  streets,  and  highways. 

A  total  of  18  consultant  projects  were  funded  through  the  grant  this  fiscal  year.  Those  consultant  services  were  provided  on 
projects  located  in  Belton  County,  Jefferson  County,  Hillsboro,  St.  Peters,  O'Fallon,  Hanisonville,  Rolla,  Independence, 
Strafford.  Holts  Summit  and  Ashland. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  ANIOUNT: 

$60,000.00  $55,820.68 

MS  CONTACT: 

Pam  Hoelscher 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PUBUC  INFORMATION  &  EDUCATION 


This  program  area  addresses  the  broad  spectrum  of  educating  the  public  about  traffic-safety  related  issues.  Although 
included  within  the  Statewide  Problem  Analysis  information,  public  information  &  education  components  were  built  into 
each  program  area  where  possible. 

Overall  since  2005,  due  to  the  combined  efforts  of  highway  safety  advocates  in  the  Missouri  Coalition  for  Roadway  Safety, 
2,940  lives  have  been  saved  on  Missouri  roadvntys,  a  decrease  of  40.6  percent.  The  coalition  cre<&te  a  ccnnbination  of  law 
enforcement,  educational  efforts,  emergency  medical  services,  engineering  enhancements  and  public  policy  as  Hie  successful 
formula  for  saving  lives. 

While  our  roads  are  safer  than  they  have  been  in  many  years,  there  are  still  too  many  senseless  crashes  and  deaths  happening 
every  year.  We  are  committed  to  further  reducing  Has  number  of  traffic  crashes  in  Missouri,  so  we  must  work  even  harder  to 
reach  those  remaining  people  who  haven't  gotten  the  message. 

Note:  The  State  Attitudes  Survey  Results  is  included  m  this  report  (see  Appendix  A). 


BENCHMARKS 


2011  Fatalities-786 

2012  Fatalities— 826;  2013-No  FARS  data  available. 

f  njiixuic  iviisauuri  a  uaiiic  saiciy  lasucs  lu  impruvc 
understanding  and  increase  compliance  with  state 
traffic  laws,  thereby  reducing  fatalities  and 
disabling  injuries 

•  Traffic  mish  stats  relevant  to  target 
audiences 

•  IDevelop  campaign  messages 

•  Increase  safety  device  use 

•  Distribute  pieces  of  traffic  safety 
materials  through  on-line  ordering  system 

occ  j^^apu  aiutvocu  w  uus  icpuii  iur  uampaiigu.  mwwiwis^  luiuiiiuuiuua 

Increase  Safety  devices  used: 
Statewide  safety  belt  use  rate  =  79  percent  in  2012; 
Teen  safety  belt  use  rate  =  66  percent  in  2012; 
Commercial  vehicle  safety  belt  use  rate  (note:  this 
survey  is  not  conducted  annually)  =  80.6  percent 
in  2010 — 74;  Child  safety  seat  wd/oi  booster  seat 
use  rate  =  9 1  percent  is  2009;  Motorcycle  hehnet 
usage  rate  (note:  this  survey  is  not  conducted 
annually)  =99.2  percent  in  2005 

statewide  safety  beh  use  rate  =  79%  in  2012  (2013  final  results  is 
unavailable  at  this  ^e) 

Teen  safety  belt  use  rate  =  66  %  in  2012,  67%  in  2013 
Commercial  vehicle  safety  belt  use  rate  (note:  this  survey  is  not 
conducted  annually)  =  80.6  %  in  2010,  81.5%  m  2012 
Child  safety  seat  and/or  booster  seat  use  rate  =  91  %  in  2009 
(additional  survey  scheduled  in  2014) 

Motorcycle  helmet  usage  rate  (note:  this  survey  is  not  conducted 
aimually)  =  99.3  percent  in  2005,  in  2013  usage  rate  was  99.2 

Distribute  pieces  of  trafBc  safety  materials 

Pieces  of  traffic  safety  materials  distributed  m  2010  -  300,416;  201 1  - 
218,462, 2012  - 184.404, 2013-191.421 

Strategies 

Identified 

Implemented 

Serve  as  the  point  of  contact  for  the  media  and  the 
general  public  to  field  questions,  conduct 

interviews,  and  provide  information 

Contact  information  is  Usted  on  our  web  site.  Every  press  release  that 
goes  out  contains  contact  information.  Various  questions  are  also 

fielded  through  social  media  outlets  such  as  Facebook  and  Twitter. 

Conduct  an  attitude  and  awareness  survey.  The 
survey  will  contain  questions  on  occupant 
protection,  impaired  driving,  speeding,  and 
distracted  driving  (cell  phone/texting) 

An  attitude  and  awareness  survey  was  conducted  with  the  final  report 
published  in  May  12, 2014.  Hie  research  pmject  surveyed  2,513  adult 

Missouri  drivers  in  April  2014  to  capture  their  current  attitudes  and 
awareness  of  specific  items  concerning  highway  safety  such  as  seat 
belt  usage,  speeding  issues,  cell  phone  use  while  drivmg,  and  alcohol 
impaired  driving.  Special  emphasis  was  placed  on  ensuring  that  the 
sample  reflected  Missouri's  geographic,  age,  and  gender  diversity.  A 
complete  copy  of  the  survey  can  be  found  in  Appendix  A  of  this 
document. 

Organize  and/or  partidp^  in  press  events  and 

work  with  media  outlets  across  the  state  to 
promote  highway  safety  initiatives 

Press  conferences  were  held  for  various  statewide  media  campaigns 
and  were  well  attended  and  supported. 
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Encourage  the  media  to  participate  in  campaigns 
by  publicizing  our  messages 

Every  paid  media  campaign  is  introduced  with  a  statewide  press 
release,  and  several  with  press  conferences. 

Publicize  tte  sravices  and  resources  of  fte 

Highway  Safety  Office  to  the  general  public 
through  our  Web  sites  at  www.saveM01ives.com, 
in  workshops,  at  conferences/exbibits,  and  throu^ 
our  materials 

Every  press  release,  advertisement  or  promotional  item  that  goes  out 
contains  the  web  address.  The  web  site  is  ccmtinually  being  updated 
with  campaign  and  statistical  information. 

Develop,  update  and  disseminate  pubUc 
information^iromotional/educatioauil  materials  and 

websites 

Continual  updates  to  the  saveM01ives.com  web  site  and  educational 
materials  ensure  that  we're  getting  die  most  current  information  to  the 
public. 

Develop  and  promote  materials/campaigns  to 
reach  specific  audiences  (e.g.,  high  risk  drivers, 
vulnerable  roadway  users,  impaired  drivers, 
mature  drivers) 

Aside  from  the  national  campaigns,  Missouri  has  developed  a  Focus 
on  the  Road  distracted  driving  campaign,  and  is  also  working  toward 
a  parent/teen  program  to  educate  and  promote  safe  driving  practices 
with  teens. 

Actively  participate  in  the  Missouri  Coalition  for 
Roadway  Safety  (MCRS)  Public  Information 
Subcommittee  in  order  to  inorease  coordination, 
communication  and  cooperation  among  safety 
advocates  statewide 

The  MCRS  PI  Subcommittee  meets  monthly  to  oversee  statewide 
campaigns,  regional  happenings  and  entertains  new  ideas  from  outside 
entities  in  its  effints  to  promote  highway  safety. 

Promote  and  incoiporate  the  ARRIVE  ALIVE 

theme  and  logo  developed  by  the  MCRS 

The  ARRIVE  ALIVE  logo  is  placed  on  all  advertismg  elements  sent 

out  by  MCRS. 

Work  with  the  MCRS  regional  coalitions  to 
^propriately  target  their  messages  and  develop 
programs  to  meet  their  needs 

Campaign  information  is  relayed  to  each  regional  coalition  to  use  in 
supplemental  advertising  in  their  respective  areas.  Ccaisulb^on  h 
given  on  an  as  needed  basis  to  the  regions  to  help  address  adverdsing 

needs  and  implement  new  programs. 

Develop  strategies  to  work  with  partners — both 
traditional  and  nontraditional — in  order  to  reach 
wider  audiences  and  maximize  resources 

Ongoing  outreach  to  recruit  new  coalition  partners  is  obtained  through 
statewide  and  regional  events  promoting  highway  safety. 

Solicit  public  information  activity  reports  from  law 
enforcement  partners  and  district  coalitions 

Law  enforcement  reporting  is  made  to  the  office  of  hi^way  safety 
after  each  enforcement  campai^ 

Work  with  the  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Assistance 
Program,  Missouri  Motorcycle  Safety  Education 
Program,  and  others  to  promote  joint  traffic  safety 
awareness  campaigns  when  possible 

Two  paid  media  campaigns  were  held  this  year  to  promote 
commercial  motor  vehicle  awareness  -  Commercial  Motor  Vehicle 
Awareness  and  Operation  Safe  Driver.  May  is  Motorcycle  Awareness 
month  and  is  promoted  on  through  the  summer  riding  season. 

Give  presentations  and  provide  training  to 
community  groups,  schools,  etc.  as  available 

Each  regional  coalition  provides  informational  and  educational 
presentations  through  regional  contacts  and  statewide  organizations 
such  as  ThinkFirst  Missouri. 

Serve  on  federal,  state,  and  regional 
committees/boards  in  order  to  broaden 
opportunities  to  promote  tra£Bc  safety  issues 

All  HSO  staff  members  serve  on  various  committees  such  as  the 
Injury  Prevention  and  Advisory  Committee,  School  Bus  Task  Force, 
Partners  in  Preveadcm,  MCRS  Legislative  Commitiee,  Impaired 
Driving  Subcommittee,  Motorcycle  Safety  Committee,  Statewide 
Traffic  Records  Committee,  Operation  Lifesaver  Council,  and  the 
Head  Injury  Advisory  Council. 

Promote  law  enforcement  mobilization  efforts: 
Click  It  or  Ticket  safety  belt  campaign;  Drive 
Sober  or  Get  Pulled  Over  alcdlol  campaign; 
quarterly  occupant  protection  ai^  impaired  driving 
mobilizations;  youtii  seat  belt  enforcement 
campaign 

Paid  media  campaigns  were  held  for  Click  It  or  Ticket,  Driver  Sober 
or  Get  Pulled  Over,  March  Impaired  Quarterly  Awareness,  Youth 
Alcohol  Awareness,  July  Quarterly  Awareness  and  Holiday 
(December)  Quarterly  Awareness,  and  Youth  Seat  Belt. 

Purchase  paid  advertising  to  support  traffic  safety 
campaigns  (e.g.,  occupant  protection  and  impaired 
driving) 

Statewide  paid  media  campaigns  promote  all  aspects  of  highway 
safety. 

Support  and  promote  MoDOT's  construction  work 
zone  public  awareness  cuqmign 

April  is  Work  Zone  Awareness  month.  Paid  media  promotes  safe 
drivmg  in  and  around  work  zones.  This  campaign  is  stretched 

throughout  the  summer  to  cover  heavy  maintenance  and  construction 
times.  Emphasis  has  been  given  to  moving  work  zones  such  as 
signii^  mowing  and  striping  operations. 

Promote  the  Battle  of  the  Belt  program 

Battle  of  the  Beh  Competition  continues  to  be  promoted  statewide 
involving  200  high  schools. 

Promote  the  Seat  Belt  Convincer,  Rollcfver 
Simulator,  and  SIDNE  educational  programs  to 

Each  of  the  seven  regions  house  similar  educational  equipment  and 
programs.  Scheduling  through  regional  contacts  or  MSHP  PI&E 
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assure  the  units  are  used  to  reach  as  many  people 

as  possible 

officers  provides  the  needed  equipment  at  school  assemblies  and  other 

safety  events. 

Participate  in  the  Missouri  State  Fair  to  educate  the 
public  on  traffic  safety  issues  and  any 
modifications  to  traffic  safety  laws 

Highway  Safety  booths  are  available  at  the  MoDOT  Highway 
Gardens  at  the  Missouri  State  Fair.  Educational  pamphlets  are 
provided  on  various  safety  topics. 

Promote  the  cellular  phone  ICE  program  (In  Case 
of  Emergency)  which  is  designed  to  assist  first 
responders  in  rapidly  identifying  a  crash  vict&n's 

emergency  contacts 

ICE  has  been  promoted  heavily  dirough  our  social  media  channels, 
Facebook  and  Twitter. 

Promote  Commercial  Motor  Vehicle  Awareness 
through  public  awareness  canqMU^jDS  geared 
primarily  toward  passenger  vehicle  drivers,  then 

CMV  drivers. 

A  Commercial  Motor  Vehicle  Awareness  campaign  was  held  in  the 
spring,  as  well  as  an  Opentaoa  Safe  Driver  canqNUgn  m  the  rail.  Both 
promoted  safe  driving  around  big  rigs  and  education  on  the  "no  zone." 
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2012  Campaign  Media  Source  and  Impressions  (April  -  December) 


Total  Number  of  Impressions 


47,421303 


Internet 


Commercial  Motor  Youth  Alcohol 
Vehicte  Aiivareness  Awareness 


Motorcyde 
Awareness 


Click  it  or  Ticket 

Calendar  Year 


Work  Zone 
Awareness 


Impaired  Awareness  Drive  Sober  or  Get 
Putled  Over 


I 
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Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


Child  Passenger  Safety  Paid  Media 


14-K3PIVI-05-001 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


05 


5,700,000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


All  Drivers 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division 


IVIs.  Kelly  Martin 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Research  has  shown  that  the  combination  of  education  and  enforcement  achieve  results.  The  CPS  Enforcement  CafTipaign 
will  take  place  Sept  15-21,  2014.  During  the  campaign,  paid  media  will  be  used  to  target  parents  or  care  givers  about  the 
importance  of  properly  restraining  children  as  they  travel  on  our  roadways. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Seven  out  of  10  children  are  at  risl<  in  a  traffic  crash.  Car  crashes  are  the  No.  1  killer  of  children.  Nearly  73  percent  of  all 
child  restraints  are  not  used  correctly.  Even  with  all  the  advancements  in  automobile  safety  and  education  on  the  importance 
of  child  safety  seat  use,  children  continue  to  die  or  suffer  from  disabling  Injuries  in  Missouri. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

To  provide  education  through  media  services  in  an  effort  to  save  children's  lives  and  reduce  disabling  injuries. 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1.  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

•  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events.  Incentive  items  of  education  materials  produced  or 

purchased) 

Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

*Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

The  above  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 
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RESULTS: 


Advertising  for  this  campaign  consisted  of  large  print  infographics  that  were  located  in  community  health  centers,  daycares, 
laundromats  and  physicians  offices.  They  stressed  the  importance  of  having  your  child  in  the  right  satiety  seat  and  listed  the 
age/weight  requirements  and  also  contact  information  for  any  questions. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$130,000.00  $123,075.12 

HS  CONTACT: 

Kelly  Jackson 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jeffierson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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MISSOURI 


Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


Work  Zone  Awareness  2014  Media 


14-PM-02-001 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


02 


5700,000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


All  Drivers 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division 


Ms.  Kelly  Martin 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Paid  media  to  supplement  the  statewide  Work  Zone  Awareness  campaign. 
Media  will  include  television,  radio,  digital,  online,  social  media,  and  print. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Work  zones  are  necessary  to  improve  our  highways.  In  2003,  MoDOT  formed  Missouri's  first  ever  work-zone  safety 
campaign  to  reduce  work-zone  related  crashes  by  informing  and  educating  drivers  about  work-zone  safety. 

In  2013,  8  people  were  killed  in  Missouri  work  zones,  compared  to  7  in  2012.  Between  2009  and  2013,  53  people  were  killed 
and  2,781  people  were  injured  in  Missouri  work  zones.  Since  2000,  16  MoDOT  employees  have  been  killed  I  the  line  of  duty. 

The  top  five  contributing  circumstances  for  work  zone  crashes  in  2013  were  following  too  closely,  improper  lane 
usage/change,  inattention,  driving  too  ^st  for  conditions  and  failure  to  yield  -  in  that  order.  In  2013, 63%  of  vehucled 
occupant  fatalities  were  not  wearing  a  seat  belt. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Ultimately  decrease  fatalities,  injuries,  crashes  and  driver  frustrations  on  Missouri  highways  and  in  work  zones. 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 

expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i,e  ,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

■  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

•  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  Items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

•  other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  ttiis  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 


'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 


justification  is  provided. 

The  above  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 
RESULTS: 

Statewide  efforts  promoted  work  zone  awareness  and  Included  moving  work  zones,  such  as  striping,  signing  and  mowing 

crews. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$50,000.00  $50,000.00 

HS  CONTACT: 

Kelly  Jackson 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


Click  It  or  Ticket  Paid  Media 


14-PM-02-003 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


02 


5,700,000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


All  Drivers 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division 


Ms.  Kelly  Martin 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Media  will  be  purchased  during  the  time  frame  of  the  Click  it  Ticket  program.  Media  will  include  television,  radio,  digital, 
online,  social  media,  and  print. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Six  out  of  10  people  killed  in  Missouri  traffic  crashes  are  unbuckled.  And  even  w/ith  all  the  advancements  in  automobile 
safety  and  education  on  the  importance  of  seat  belt  use,  Missouri  seat  belt  use  has  remained  relatively  unchanged  in  the  last 
seven  years  and  consistently  below  the  national  average.  Missouri  has  80  percent  seat  belt  use,  w/hich  is  well  below  the 
national  average  of  87  percent.  Teens  and  pick-up  truck  drivers  are  among  those  least  likely  to  buckle  up  at  67  and  65 
percent. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

To  save  lives  and  reduce  injuries  on  Missouri  roads  by  increasing  Missouri  seat  belt  usage  rate  to  AT  LEAST  85  percent. 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  foliowing: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 

expenditures  (Le  ,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 
Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

'  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safiety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 
Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 

purchased) 

'  Other  (any  other  infbmriation  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 
-  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 
'  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

*Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

The  above  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 
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RESULTS: 

Through  paid  media  and  outreach  efforts  Missouri  saw  no  significant  change  in  seat  belt  usage  numbers.  With  only  a 

secondary  statewide  seat  belt  law,  the  strong  enforcement  during  specific  campaign  times  results  in  a  $10  fine  for  not 

wearing  a  seat  belt 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$175,000.00  $47,890.65 

HS  CONTACT: 

Kelly  Jackson 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


Youth  Seat  Belt  Media  Campaign 


14-PM-02-002 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


02 


5,700,000 


TYPE  OF  JURrSDICnON: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


Youth 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Traffic  and  Highway  Satiety  Division 


Ms.  Kelly  Martin 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Work  with  media  agency  to  create  or  revise  a  media  campaign  regarding  teen  seat  Iselt  use.  The  media  should  include  TV, 
radio,  internet,  social  media  and  any  other  media  outlets  available. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

A  young  driver's  inexperience  combined  with  extreme  risl<  taking  behavior  can  have  tragic  consequences.  Young  drivers  are 
substantially  over-involved  in  traffic  crashes.  Most  of  these  crashes  are  both  predictable  and  preventable  and  should  hot  be 

accepted  by  society.  Behaviors  more  frequently  associated  with  injury  and  death  in  motor  vehicle  crashes  are  non-use  of 
safety  belts,  driver  inattention,  speeding  and  dhving  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  or  drugs. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Goal:  Produce  a  media  campaign  aimed  to  address  seat  belt  use  among  teens. 

Objective:  Work  vi/ith  media  agency  to  create  or  revise  a  media  campaign  regarding  teen  seat  belt  use.  The  media  should 
include  TV,  radio,  internet,  social  media  and  any  other  media  outlets  available. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i,e  ,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 
Training  (actual  vs  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

'  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

•  Other  {any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 
The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 
Whether  similar  activities  should  tie  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 


The  above  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 


RESULTS: 

Despite  moving  media  buys  to  a  new  agency  and  new  creative  for  this  campaign,  teen  seat  t>elt  usage  remains  at  67%. 


FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$150,000.00  $149,456.88 

HS  CONTACT: 

Kelly  Jackson 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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MISCELLANEOUS  PROGRAMS 
(Section  2010  Motorcycle  Safety,  Bicycle/Pedestrian  Safety,  Young  Drivers  under  21,  Older  Drivers, 

Safe  Communities,  Rail  Safety) 

Motorcycle  Safety 

A  responsible  motorcyclist  must  think  about  the  consequences  of  their  riding  behavior  in  traffic  and  accept  personal  responsibility 
for  the  results  of  their  decisions  and  actions,  as  well  as  develop  good  skills  and  judgment.  The  motorcyclist  must  consider  their 
personal  margin  of  safety  or  margin  for  error  -  how  much  extra  time  and  space  they  need  given  their  skill  level. 

Likewise,  the  general  motoring  public  must  be  aware  of  their  surroundings  ^lile  driving  and  share  the  road  with  motorcyclists.  A 
significant  number  of  motorcycle  crashes  involve  another  vehicle. 

Although  motorcycle  traffic  crashes  do  not  occur  with  great  frequency  in  Missouri,  they  usually  result  in  deaths  or  serious  injuries 
at  a  considerably  greater  rate  than  other  traffic  crashes.  This  reality  makes  helmet  use  imperative.  In  2008,  Missouri  ranked  19"* 
in  helmet  use  nationwide  (ranking  is  based  on  an  overall  percentage  of  motorcyclists  wearing  their  helmets). 

Of  the  419,663  traffic  crashes  in  201 1-2013, 0.5%  resulted  in  a  fatality  and  3.0%  involved  someone  being  seriously  injured  in  the 
incident.  During  the  same  period,  Am  were  7,4S>4  traffic  cii^s  involving  motorcycles.  In  dieseinddf^  250  (3.3%)  resulted 
in  a  fatality  and  1 ,758  (23.5%)  resulted  in  someone  being  seriously  injured  in  the  crash.  These  figures  demonstrate  the 
overrepresentation  of  motorcycles  in  fatal  and  serious  injury  crashes. 

An  area  of  particular  concern  is  the  number  of  unlicensed  motorcyclists  involved  in  crashes.  Between  201 1-2013  15.5%  of  die 
7,494  motorcycle  involved  traffic  crashes  involved  an  unlicensed  motorcycle  driver.  In  fatal  crashes,  30.1%  involved  an 
unlicensed  motorcycle  driver,  while  18.8%  of  die  serious  injury  crashes  involved  an  unlicensed  motorcycle  driver. 


BENCHMARKS— Motorcyde  Safety 


Established 

Result 

To  decrease  motorcyclist  fatalities  by  2  percent  annually  to: 

•  79  by  2012 

•  78  by  2013 

•  76  by  2014 

•  75  by  2015 
Benchmark: 

•  Number  of  20 11  motorcyclist  fatalities  =  8 1 

In  20 11,  there  were  82  motorcycle  fatalities.  In  2012,  there 
were  102,  an  increase  of  24%. 

*No  current  PARS  data  available. 

To  decrease  un-helmeted  motorcyclist  fatalities  by  one  per 
year  (does  not  include  fatalities  where  hehnet  use  was 
"imfcnovwi"): 

•  7  by  2012 

•  6  by  2013 

•  5  by  2014 

•  4  by  2015 
Benchmarks: 

•  Number  of  20 1 1  un-helmeted  motorcyclist 
fatalities  =  8 

In  20 1 1 ,  there  were  1 0  unhelmeted  motorcyclist  fetalities.  In 
2012,  there  were  7,  a  decrease  of  30%. 

''No  current  PARS  data  available. 

To  decrease  &talities  involving  motorcycle  operators  who 
are  not  licensed  or  improperly  licensed  by  two  per  year: 

•  32  by  2012 

•  30  by  2013 

•  28  by  2014 

•  26  by  2015 
Benchmark: 

•  201 1  fatalities  involving  an  unlicensed  motorcycle 
operator  =  34 

In  201 1,  there  were  34  fatalities  involving  motorcycle 
operators  who  were  not  licensed  or  improperly  licensed.  In 
2012  there  were  48,  an  increase  of  41%. 

In  2013,  there  were  23,  a  decrease  of  52%. 

Identified 

Implemented 

Continue  support  for  the  Missouri  Motorcycle  Safety  Program 

The  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  continues  to 
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administered  by  fhe  Missouri  Safety  Centor  at  University  of 
Central  Missouri 

work  wMi  the  Missouri  Motorcycle  Safety  Program 
housed  within  the  Missouri  Safety  Center  at  the 
University  of  Central  Missouri  to  provide  ^atewide 

motorcycle  training,  education  and  awareness  with  the 
collaborative  goal  of  reducing  motorcycle  involved 
fatal  and  serious  injury  crashes. 

Continue  to  provide  motorcycle  rider  education  statewide  in  order 
to  train  4500+  riders  annually 

In  2014  the  MMSP  trained  4,602  riders  during  the  669 
classes  held. 

Conduct  RiderCoach  (Instructor)  Preparation  courses  as  needed  in 
order  to  train  and  expand  the  base  of  certified  motorcycle 
RiderCoaches  to  meet  demand 

The  MMSP  has  historically  offered  at  least  one  new 
instructor  training  course  each  year,  with  the  ability  to 
conduct  additional  courses  if  demand  calls  for  it. 

Current  MMSP  staffing  levels  have  been  sufficient  to 
require  only  one  instructor  training  course  per  year. 
Twelve  instructors  were  trained  during  this  fiscal  year. 

Create  and  distribute  Missouri  Helmet  Law  cards  to  law 
enforcement  statewide  on  detecting  non-compliant  helmets 

These  cards  were  created,  developed  and  distributed  to 
the  highway  patrol. 

Continue  woilcing  wift  numffious  grassnroots  taatiatc^le  safety 
groups  in  promoting  the  "Watch  for  Motorcycles"  message 
throughout  the  state 

The  'n^ffic  and  Hi^wqr  Safety  Division  partnered 

with  several  groups,  dealerships  and  individuals  to 
promote  the  "Watch  for  Motorcycles"  message. 

Pedestrians  and  Bicyclists 
For  the  period  201 1-2013,  there  woe  234  fetri  pedestrian-mvolved  crashes  and  787  serious  injuy  pedestrian-involved  crashes. 
During  that  three-year  period,  of  flie  239  persons  killed  in  pedestrian  involved  crashes,  236  (98.7%)  were  the  pedestrians.  Of  the 
840  seriously  injured  in  pedestrian  involved  crashes,  807  (96.1%)  were  the  pedestrians. 

For  the  period  201 1-2013,  there  were  1 1  fatal  bicycle-involved  crashes  and  212  serious  injury  bicycle-involved  crashes.  For  that 
same  three-year  period,  of  the  1 1  persons  killed  in  bicycle-involved  crashes,  all  were  the  bicyclists.  Of  the  2  IS  persons  seriously 
injured  in  bicycle-involved  crashes,  212  (97.3%)  were  Ate  bicyclists. 


BENCHMARKS— Pedestrian/Bicyclist 


To  decrease  one  pedestrian  fetality  annually  to: 

•  74  by  2012 

•  73  by  2013 

•  72  by  2014 

•  71  by  2015 
• 

Benchmartcs: 

•  201 1  pedestrian  fatalities  =  75 

There  were  75  pedestrian  fatalities  in  201 1.  In  2012  fhae 
were  86,  an  increase  of  15%. 

*No  2013  PARS  data  available. 

To  decrease  by  one  the  number  of  bicyclist  fatalities  in 
conopariscm  to  the  previous  five-year  period  to: 

•  20  by  2008-2012 

•  19  by  2009-2013 

•  18  by  2010-2014 

•  17  by  201 1-2015 

Benchmarks: 

•  2007-201 1  bicyclist  fatalities  =  21 

•  20 1 1  bicyclist  fatalities  =  1 

During  the  2007-201 1  five-year  period  there  were  21 
bicyclist  fatalities.  During  2008-2012  there  were  18,  a 
decrease  of  14%.  (There  were  6  fatalities  in  2012.) 

*No  2013  PARS  data  available. 

Strategies — Pedestrian/Bicyclist 

Educate  the  motoring  public  on  sharing  the  road  safely  with 
pedestrians  and  bicyclists 

A  small  grant  was  available  through  the  Highway  Safety 
ofBce.  This  year  assorted  bicycle  hehnets  were  purchased 
and  will  be  ^stributed  at  safety  events  where  Ae  message 
regarding  bicycle  safety  is  provided. 

Educate  pedestrians  and  bicyclists  on  safely  interacting  with 
motor  vehicles 

Safety  materials  are  available  to  order  online  through  the 
MoDOT  online  ordering  system. 

Purchase  helmets  for  distribution  at  exhibits  and  for 
school/local  safety  awareness  programs 

This  year  the  funding  was  used  to  purchase  bike  helmets  for 
safety  awareness  programs. 
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Promote  bicycle  safe^  events/awareness  programs  at  the         Safe  Communities  provide  education  on  bike/pedestrian 
local  level  utillzaag  ibs  Safe  Ccamnunities  programs  and  the     safety  using  Highway  Safety  funding.  Bike/Ped  education 
iB/uepr/M  regional  coalitions  is  also  provided  through  a  separate  grant  in  the  St.  Louis 

area,  a  copy  of  which  is  included  in  the  OP  section  of  this 
 report  


Young  Drivers 

Young  drivers  are  categorized  as  those  ages  1 5  through  20  years.  These  young  drivers  are  substantially  over-involved  in  Missouri 
traffic  crashes.  In  2013, 16%  of  all  fatal  crashes  involved  a  young  driver  of  a  motor  vehicle;  this  is  particularly  significant  since 
young  drivers  comprised  only  7.8%  of  tiie  licensed  driver  population  in  Missouri. 

Of  all  201 1-2013  fatal  and  serious  mjury  crashes  in  Missouri,  20.1%  involved  a  young  driver  of  a  motor  vehicle.  In  201 1-2013, 
406  persons  were  killed  and  3,563  were  seriously  injured  in  traffic  crashes  involving  a  young  driver  of  a  motor  vehicle. 


BENCHMARKS— Young  Drivers 


Established 

Result 

To  decrease  fatalities  involving  drivers  age  IS  through  20 
by  2  percent  annually  to: 

•  144  by  2012 

•  141  by  2013 

•  138  by  2014 

•  136  by  2015 

Benchmark: 

201 1  fatalities  involving  drivers  age  15  through  20  =  147 

In  2012,  the  number  of  fetalities  involving  drivers  age  IS 
through  20  was  103,  a  decrease  of  30%. 

♦No  2013  FARS  data  available. 

To  decrease  serious  injuries  involving  drivers  age  IS 
through  20  by  2  percent  annually  to: 

•  1,198  by  2012 

•  1,174  by  2013 

•  1,150  by  2014 

•  1,127  by  2015 

Benchmarks: 

•  20 1 1  serious  injuries  involving  drivers  ^e  20  or 
younger  =  1,222 

In  2012,  the  number  of  serious  injuries  involving  drivers  age 
20  or  younger  was  970,  a  decrease  of  21%. 

In  2013,  there  were  1,050,  an  increase  of  8%  from  the 
previous  year. 

Strategies — Young  Drivers 


Identified 

Implemented 

Continue  support  for  youth  prevention  and  education  programs  to 
include  Team  Spirit  Youth  Traffic  Safety  Leadership  Conferences 
and  Reunion;  Think  First  Programs  (school  assemblies.  Traffic 
Offenders  Program  and  the  corporate  program);  Every  15  Minutes; 
DWl  docu  dramas;  CHEERS  university-based  designated  driver 
program,  Safe  Communities  programs  throughout  the  state  and 
statewide  Battle  of  the  Beh  competition 

Team  Spirit  Conferences,  Reunion  and  up  to  4  one-day 
mini  conferences  continue  to  be  implemented  across 
the  state  reaching  approximately  70  high  schools 
annually.  ThinkFirst  continues  to  excel  in  safety 
education  efforts  reaching  23,047  Missouri  students 
1 ,38 1  Missouri  employees  through  school  and 
worksite/organization  presentations,  and  185  high-risk 
Missouri  drivers  through  the  Traffic  Offenders 
Program.  Other  programs,  such  as  Every  1 5  Minutes, 
DWl  docudramas,  Safe  Communities  programs, 
CHEERS  and  the  Battle  of  the  Belt  competition 
continue  to  be  promoted  and  conducted  statewide  with 
great  success. 

Continue  statewide  distribotion  of  Road  Wise:  FarenMem  Scfe 

Driving  Guide  through  DOR  licensing  offices  and  Highway 
Patrol  driver  examination  stations  and  upon  request 

Approximately  34,000  copies  of  tiie  guide  were  created 

and  distributed  through  DOR  Field  Offices,  MSHP 
Driver  Examination  and  requests  to  the  Highway 
Safety  Office. 

Seek  out  and  continually  assess  young  driver  educational 
programs  to  determine  tiie  best  and  most  cost-effective  way  to 

The  regional  youth  coordinators  and  the  Missouri 
Coalition  for  Roadway  Safety  meet  and  discuss 
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reach  fhe  largest  manber  of  parents  and  teens 

opportunities  to  educate  parents  and  schools  for 
effective  means  to  reach  teens  that  are  learning  to 
drive. 

Continue  to  update,  as  needed,  materials  and  web  site  inftamalioD 
on  young,  high-risk  drivers;  develop  materials  that  are  especially 
appealing  to  young  drivers 

Hie  SaveMOLives  website  and  brochures  continue  to 
be  updated  and  promoted  to  educate  young  drivers  and 
their  parents/guardians  on  driving  behaviors. 

Include  information  on  the  graduated  driver  license  (GDL)  law  in 
materials,  on  the  website,  and  within  presentations 

No  updates  to  Missouri's  GDL  law  were  made  in  2014. 
Materials,  website  and  presentations  continue  to 
educate  new  drivers  and  parents  of  the  restrictions 
outlined  in  the  GDL  law. 

Support  projects  designed  to  prevent  underage  alcohol  purchase, 
educate  law  enforcement  and  the  public  about  underage  drinking, 
apprehend  minors  attempting  to  purchase  alcohol,  and  provide  a 
physical  enforcement/intervention  presence  (e.g.,  Badges  in 
Business,  Server  Training,  SMART  Web-based  server  training, 
PIRE  law  enforcement  training,  compliance  checks  and  multi- 
jurisdiction  enforcement  teams) 

On-going  training  opportunities  for  professionals,  law 
enforcement  and  students  were  provided  that  addressed 
effective  environmental  management  strategies  for 
decreasing  the  abuse  of  alcohol  and  other  drugs  on 
campus  and  in  the  community,  preventing  alcohol  sales 
to  intoxicated  mdividuals  and  minors  and  preventing 
impaned  driving.  Training  was  provided  by  tfie 
contractors  who  are  well  trained  in  law  and  law 
enforcement,  and  the  Partners  in  Preveittion  Coalition 
for  law  enforcement  agencies. 

Conduct  an  annual  safety  belt  survey  of  young  drivers  and  their 
passengers  and  conduct  annual  law  enforcement  mobilizations 
and  public  awareness  canqMugns  targeting  lack  of  safety  belt  use 
at  high  schools 

The  Teen  Safety  Belt  Survey  was  conducted  between 
April  1  and  April  29, 2013.  A  total  of  35,192 
observations  were  collected  at  150  high  sdlods 
statewide.  Ofthe  teenage  drivers  and  passengers 
observed,  67.0%  were  wearing  then-  safety  belt.  The 
Youth  Seat  Belt  Enforcmoit  Campaign  was 
conducted  from  March  15-31,  2014.  107  LE  agencies 
participated  and  wrote  1296  seat  belt  citations. 

Conduct  an  annual  law  enforcement  campaign  focused  on 
underage  drinking  and  driving 

An  underage  drinking  and  driving  law  enforcement 
campaign  was  conducted  in  May  2014  with  157 
i^encies  particq)ating  and  resulted  m  217  DWI,  36 
MIP,  2  Zero  Tolerance  and  1  Fake  ID  citations. 

Provide  funding  to  support  college/university  prevention 
programs  (Partners  in  Prevention,  CHEERS  Designated  Driver 
program,  SMART  online  server  training  and  START  online 
student  alcohol  awareness  training)  that  focus  on  the  development 
and  implementation  of  UMC's  Drive  Safe.  Drive  Smart  campaign 

Funding  continues  to  be  provided  to  the  University  of 
Missouri  to  provide  alcohol  prevention  programs  to 
college/university  canqiuses  and  sellers  of  alcohol 
across  the  state. 

Encourage  strict  enforcement  of  Missouri  laws  targeting  young 
drivers  (e.g..  Graduated  Driver  License,  Zero  Tolerance,  Abuse 
and  Lose) 

Law  enforcement  continues  to  support  the  Youth  Seat 
Belt  campaign  in  March  and  the  Youth  Alcohol 
Enforcement  campaign  in  May  to  target  high  risk, 
young  drivers.  Many  School  Resource  Officers  also 
participate  in  safe  driving  campaigns  m  their  schools 
such  as  Battle  of  the  Belt  and  Team  Spirit  activities. 

Promote  the  saveMOlives  website  and  other  social  marketing 
sites  that  q>peal  to  youlb  (Facebook,  Twitter,  etc.) 

Funding  was  used  to  create  and  distribute  awareness 
advertisements,  postcn,  web  pages,  bHIboards,  ice 

chest  wraps  and  gas  pump  toppers  to  display  the 
messages  of  underage  drinking,  seat  belt  usage  and 
distracted  driving.  The  messages  were  also  posted  on 
many  social  networking  sites  and  high  internet  traffic 
sites  such  as  Facebook,  Twitter,  Instagram  and 
Pandora. 

Provide  support  for  the  Missouri  Coalition  for  Roadway  Safety 
Impaired  Driving  Subcommittee  to  address  underage  impaired 
driving 

The  Youth  Coordinator  in  the  Highway  Safety  Office 
continues  to  serve  on  this  committee  and  is  available  to 

address  underage  drinking  issues. 

Implement,  if  possible,  recommendations  identified  in  the  2009 
Statewide  Underage  Impaired  Driving  Strategic  Advance 

Strategies  are  discussed  and  recommendations  are 
implemented  as  plans  of  action  are  outlined. 

Develop  canqMUgns/matoials  to  readi  targeted  hig^-risk  groiqps 

Crash  statistics  are  used  to  determine  the  high-risk 
groups  in  which  to  target  with  campaigns  and 
matoials.  Focus  groups  and  socfaln^oridng  sites 
are  used  determine  the  type  of  messaging  to  use  to 
reach  this  population. 

Promote  the  seat  belt  campaign.  Battle  of  the  Bel^  and  the  youth 

Posters,  PSA's,  sficial  media  and  pranKitiai^  items  are 
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all  used  to  get  the  attention  of  teens  in  order  to  get 
them  the  safety  messages.  


alcohol  campaigns;  modify  or  enlmce  cwq)aigns  as  needed  to 
keep  a  fresh  approach  for  the  teen  aqdiaKaB  


OLDER  DRIVERS 

In  relation  to  all  other  licensed  drivers  in  the  state,  drivers  65  and  over  are  abnost  equaUy  involved  in  Missouri's  traffic  crash 
experience;  however,  older  drivers  do  not  travel  as  many  miles  or  as  frequently  as  oflier  drivers.  This  may  be  due,  in  part,  to  the 

fact  that  older  drivers  tend  to  self-regulate.  As  their  nighttime  vision  begins  to  deteriorate,  they  begin  to  restrict  their  driving  to 
daylight  hours.  If  they  are  uncomfortable  or  frightened  driving  m  unfamiliar  surroundings,  they  limit  their  driving  to  locations  that 
are  well  known  to  them. 

In  December  of  2013,  there  were  804,485  people  licensed  in  Missouri  who  were  age  65  or  over.  They  accounted  for  18.2%  of  the 
4,430,734  persons  licensed  in  Missouri. 

Of  all  201 1-2013  fatal  and  serious  injury  crashes  in  Missouri,  14.2%  involved  an  older  driver  of  a  motor  vehicle.  In  201 1-2013, 
421  paeons  were  killed  and  2,275  were  seriously  injured  m  traffic  crashes  involving  an  older  driver  of  a  motor  vehicle. 


BENCHMARKS— Older  Drivers 


Established 

Result 

To  decrease  fatalities  involving  older  dMvers  by  2  percent 
annually  to: 

•  122  by  2012 

•  119  by  2013 

•  117  by  2014 

•  114  by  2015 

Benchmark; 

•  201 1  fatalities  involving  older  drivers  =  124 

In  2012  firialities  involvii^  older  drivras  amounted  to  141 . 
In  2013  there  were  151,  an  increase  of  7%. 

To  decrease  serious  injuries  involving  oldest  drivers  by  2 
percent  annually  to: 

•  774  by  2012 

•  759  by  2013 

•  744  by  2014 

•  729  by  2015 
Benchmark: 

*  201 1  serious  injuries  involving  older  drivers^  790 

In  2012,  there  were  765  serious  injuries  to  older  drivers.  In 
2013,  there  were  707,  a  decrease  of  8%. 

Identified 

Implemented 

Work  with  safety  advocates  and  paitnexs  to  assess  and  implement 
countermeasores  ta  reduce  crashes  involviiig  older  drivers 
identified  in  the  SHSP  Missouri's  Bbi^riat  to  Save  More  Uves 

The  Subcommittee  on  Elder  Mobility  and  Safefy 
sponsored  a  strategic  planning  workshop  and 
developed  strategies  to  reduce  traffic  crashes  involving 
older  drivers.  The  sfrategies  were  adopted  and  included 
in  Missouri 's  Blueprint  to  Save  More  Lives  published 
in  FY  2013. 

Maintain  a  database  of  partners  that  have  an  interest  in  older 
driver  issues;  keep  these  partners  apprised  of  new  developments 

and  materials  in  this  field 

A  database  of  safety  partners  interested  in  Older  Driver 
issues  is  maintained  by  &e  THSD  and  efforts  continue 

through  that  group. 

Develop  and  distribute  public  informational  materials  to  assist 
older  drivers  and  their  fiunilies 

Fit  to  Drive  brochures  were  printed  and  distributed.  In 
addition,  the  NHTSA  brochures  related  to  specific 

health  concerns  and  driving  are  available  through 
THSD  (e.g.  stroke,  diabetes,  glaucoma,  etc). 

Provide  educational  programs  to  community  groups  and  the 
public 

Educational  programs  and  presentations  are  provided 
upon  request  by  both  THSD  staff  and  Regional 

Coalition  members. 

Train  law  enforcement  personnel  to  identify  signs  of  inq)ainnent 
specific  to  older  drivers 

Older  Driva-  training  specific  to  law  enforcement  is 
ofGered  upon  request.  In  addition,  the  Subcommittee  on 
Qder  Mobility  and  Safety  worked  with  the  University 
of  California  to  modify  the  Driver  Orientation  Screen 
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for  Cognitive  Impairment  (DOSCI)  in  order  to 
implement  the  tool  in  Missouri. 

Identify  and  promote  self-assessment  tools  to  enable  older  drivers 
to  check  their  own  driving  abilities 

The  THSD  promotes  the  use  of  self-assessment  tools 

such  as  AAA  Roadwise  Review. 

Improve  the  process  for  reporting  unsafe  or  medically  unfit 

drivracs  (levisfem  of  fi»ns,  inteimd  ptw^ 

training) 

Work  in  this  area  has  focused  on  personnel  in  the 
driver  license  rraewal  ofBces  in  tibe  state.  The 
University  of  Missouri  woiked  with  the  Missouri 
Department  of  Revenue  to  provide  on-line  training  for 
license  office  staff. 

Work  with  the  Subcommittee  on  Elder  Mobility  and  Safety  under 
the  Missouri  Coalition  for  Roadway  Safety  to  address  older  driver 
safety 

The  Subcommittee  meets  quarterly  and  is  very  active. 
The  Subcommittee  has  worked  on  several  projects  such 
as  the  training  program  for  the  license  office  staff. 

Develop  a  package  of  ofBce-based  screening  tools  that  can  be 
used  by  healthcare  providers  and  agencies  involved  in  licensing 
decisions 

The  THSD  through  a  contract  with  Washington 
University  are  piloting  office  based  assessment  tools  to 
determine  a  persons'  fitness  to  drive. 
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Funds  from  this  grant  will  be  used  to  run  a  media  campaign  aimed  at  other  motorists  on  Missouri  roads.  The  awareness 
campaign  will  begin  in  early  April  in  coordination  with  the  month  of  May  being  designated  Motorcycle  Safety  Awareness 
month.  Paid  media  in  the  form  of  radio  advertising,  internet  advertising,  gas  pumper  topper  ads,  etc. 

Incentive  items  in  the  form  of  yard  signs,  bumper  sticker  magnets,  key  chains,  etc.,  will  be  also  used  in  a  grassroots 

approach  to  raise  awareness. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Motorcycle  use  is  growing  in  Missouri.  In  2008  there  were  332,225  registered  motorcycle  operators  in  Missouri.  By  2010  that 
number  had  grown  to  356,183.  In  2011  there  were  82  people  killed  in  motorcycle  crashes.  Approximately  half  of  all 

motorcycle  crashes  involve  another  vehicle. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Raise  awareness  to  the  motoring  public  about  motorcycles. 
Reduce  the  number  of  crashes  involving  other  vehicles. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1.  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 

expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

■  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  Incentive  Items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

■  Other  (any  other  infonnation  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whe^er  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 

justification  is  provided. 
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The  above  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 


RESULTS: 

Despite  the  popularity  of  the  "Watch  for  Motocycles"  campaign,  Missouri  still  sees  a  large  number  of  motorcycle  fatalities. 
We  will  continue  to  educate  motorcyclists  and  motorists  alike  on  the  importance  of  sharing  the  road. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

2010/20.512  $89,667.46  $89,667.46 

HSUOiffilin-: 

Kelly  Jackson 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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MISSOURI 


Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE: 

Motorcycle  Safety  Awareness 

PROGRAM  AREA: 

12 

TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 

Statewide 

AGENCY  NAME: 

Traffic  and  Higtway  Safety  Division 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 

14-M9MA-1 2-002 
JURISDICTION  SIZE: 

5,700,000 

TARGETED  POPULATION: 

All  Drivera 

AGENCY  CONTACT: 

IVIs.  Kelly  Martin 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Funds  from  this  grant  will  be  used  to  run  a  media  campaign  aimed  at  other  motorists  on  iViissouri  roads.  The  awareness 

campaign  will  begin  in  early  April  in  coordination  with  the  month  of  May  being  designated  Motorcycle  Safety  Awareness 
month.  Paid  media  in  the  form  of  radio  advertising,  internet  advertising,  gas  pumper  topper  ads,  etc. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

There  are  a  large  number  of  motorcycle  fatelitifes  and  injuries  caused  by  drivers  of  other  vehicles. 
GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

Raise  awareness  to  the  motoring  public  about  motorcycles.  Reduce  the  number  of  motorcycle  involved  crashes  with  other 
vehicles. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 


1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

•  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 

location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 
Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 

justification  is  provided. 


The  above  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 
RESULTS: 

Despite  the  popularity  of  the  "Watch  for  Motorcycles"  campaign,  Missouri  still  sees  a  large  number  of  motorcycle  fatalities. 
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We  will  continue  to  educate  motorcyclists  and  motorists  alilce  on  the  Importance  of  sharing  the  road. 


FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$12,000.00  $10,930.33 

HS  CONTACT: 

Kelly  Jacl^son 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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MISSOURI 


PROJECT  TITLE: 

Bic^Gle/Pedestrian  Safety  Program 

PROGRAM  AREA: 

02 

TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 

Statewide 

AGENCY  NAME: 

Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division 


Annual  Report 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 

14-PS-02-001 
JURISDICTION  SIZE: 
5.700.000 

TARGETED  POPULATION: 
Statewide 

AGENCY  CONTACT: 

IVirs.  Pamela  Hoelscher 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Instructional  materials  will  be  distributed  statewide  to  educators,  health  care  professionals,  emergency  response  teams,  law 
enforcement  departments  and  safety  advocates  to  communicate  the  safety  message.  The  broad  goal  is  to  reduce 
bicycle/pedestrian  fatalities  and  serious  injuries.  Educating  motorists  is  the  most  crucial  missing  element.  The  second  most 
Important  focus  is  on  educating  the  bicyclists  or  pedestrians  to  employ  safer,  defensive  behavior  (including  wearing  helmets 
for  bikers,  sl<aters  and  boarders).  Providing  non  motorists  with  something  simple  that  can  be  worn  or  fastened  to 
equipment  would  Increase  visibility  (ann  bands,  leg  bands,  lanyards,  zipper  puils.  blinl^er  lights). 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Safety  for  nonmotorized  travelers  is  a  strong  concern  in  Missouri.  From  2009  to  201 1 ,  there  were  10  fatal  bicycle-involved 
crashes  and  213  disabling  injuries.  During  that  same  time  frame,  there  were  202  pedestrian-involved  crashes  and  804 
disabling  Injury  pedestrian-Involved  crashes.  More  crashes  were  recorded  In  hospital  records  of  bicycle/pedestrian  Injuries 
that  did  not  involve  a  motorist.  The  people  involved  in  these  crashes  were  motorists,  bicyclists  and  pedestrians.  An 
educational  campaign  is  necessary  to  instruct  all  of  these  road  users  on  how  to  share  the  road,  supported  by  safety 
equipment  such  as  helmets,  reflective  arm  and  leg  bands  and  lights. 


Although  bicycle  and  pedestrian-involved  crashes  occur  across  the  entire  state,  they  occur  with  higher  frequency  in  locations 
of  denser  population  (such  as  St.  Louis,  Kansas  City,  Springfield,  Columbia,  Joplin,  St.  Joseph,  Jefferson  City,  Cape 
Girardeau).  Other  clumps  of  high  incidences  include  Sikeston,  IMoberly,  Branson  and  Camdenton.  Surprising  clusters  occur 
along  major  con-ldors  such  as  1-44 , 1-70  and  Highway  50;  some  of  these  may  be  attributable  to  pedestrians  walking  along  the 
Interstate  because  their  vehicle  has  become  disabled. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

-To  provide  education  through  brochures 


-To  provide  helmets  to  bicylists  in  an  effort  to  reduce  fatalities/injUries 
EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  wnll  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 


1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  sen/ices,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

■  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  dass,  student  test  scores  on  course  ocaminations, 

location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

-  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 
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■  other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 


EvaluErtion  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 
•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

*Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  wiii  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 

justification  is  provided. 


The  them  Evaluation  criteria  do  not  apply  to  program  coordination  contracts. 
RESULTS: 

This  year  the  funding  was  used  to  purchase  and  distribute  bike  helmets  to  agencies  that  sponsor  bike/ped  safety  events.  84 
bike  helmets  were  purchased.  A  portion  of  those  was  provided  to  the  Osage  County  IHealth  Department  for  a  safety  event 
th^  planned  in  April 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$500.00  $495.30 

HS  CONTACT: 

Pam  Hoelscher 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  IVIoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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MISSOURI 


Annual  Report 


PROJECT  TITLE: 


PROJECT  NUMBER: 


Missouri  Operation  Ufesaver 


15-RH-02-001 


PROGRAM  AREA: 


JURISDICTION  SIZE: 


02 


5.700.000 


TYPE  OF  JURISDICTION: 


TARGETED  POPULATION: 


Statewide 


All  Drivers 


AGENCY  NAME: 


AGENCY  CONTACT: 


Missouri  Operation  Ufesaver 


Director  Rick  Mooney 


PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Operation  Lifesaver  will  conduct  safety  presentations,  Positive  Enforcement  Efforts,  Officer  on  the  Train  programs,  and 
Grade  Crossing  Collision  Investigation  courses  across  Missouri.  Fifteen  counties  will  be  targeted  that  have  been  identified 
as  having  the  most  highviray-rail  coiHslonsArespass  incidents  and  unsafe  motorist  acHons  for  the  past  two  years.  These  1 5 
counties  have  had  almost  60%  of  the  crashes  and  inddents,  as  well  as,  over  65%  of  the  fatalities  the  last  two  years. 

Safety  materials  and  supplies  to  supplement  our  education/enforcement  efforts  will  be  provided  to  the  recipients.  Spring, 
summer  and  fall  twill  t>e  the  time  frame  for  most  of  these  safety  events  to  occur.  Rail  Safety  Week  will  be  held  the  first  week 
in  October  to  coincide  writh  our  national  new  safety  campaign. 

In  conjunction  with  these  programs  our  national  office  will  launch  a  new  campaign  incorporating  the  new  slogan  "See 
Tracks?  Think  Train!".  This  national  campaign  will  be  conducted  tiy  regions  around  the  country  with  Missouri  scheduled  for 
October  and  November,  2014  along  with  KS,  lA,  NE  and  CO.  We  hope  to  be  able  to  air  radio  ads  around  the  state  to 
emphasize  the  dangers  that  exist  at  railroad  aossings  and  around  railroad  tracks.  However,  our  MO  OL  program  will  be 
utilizing  this  slogan  beginning  in  April  and  will  run  with  it  in  all  our  press  releases  through  the  entire  year. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Operation  Lifesaver  and  MoDOT,  along  with  the  Highway  Patrol,  have  partnered  together  for  many  years  to  promote  rail 
safety  in  Missouri. 

With  Missouri  having  the  second  and  third  largest  hubs  for  rail  traffic  in  the  nation,  the  number  of  trains  traveling  through 
Missouri  reach  record  numbers.  Missouri  continues  to  see  too  many  highway-rail  fatalities  and  an  alarming  number  of 
trespass  fetalities.  While  fatalities  at  highway-rail  crossings  decreased  substantially  from  7  in  2012  to  2  in  201 3  serious 
injuries  increased  from  22  to  31 .  Twelve  people  were  killed  and  7  injured  while  walking  on  or  along  the  railroad  tracks  in 
201 3  which  increased  from  2012  when  10  people  were  killed  and  6  injured.  Educational  and  enforcement  opportunities  are 
critical  to  reversing  these  numbers. 

The  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation  Railroad  Section,  Operation  Ufesaver,  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol  and  many 
Missouri  railroad  companies  have  teamed  up  to  try  to  reduce  the  number  of  highway-rail  collisions  and  trespass  incidents 
through  the  emphasis  on  the  three  E's: 

*  Education 

*  Enforcement 

*  Engineering 

This  year  we  will  be  combining  our  educational  and  enforcement  activities  especially  in  our  target  counties  to  try  to  reduce  the 

number  of  crashes  and  incidents. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

The  following  items  are  target  programs  that  partnerships  have  identified  as  critical  elements  to  the  success  of  outreach 
efforts: 

*  Increase  educational  outreach  in  target/problem  countries  in  which  grade  crossing  collisions  occur. 
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*  Reduce  trespassers  on  railroad  property  through  educational  and  enforcement  programs. 

*  Educate  motor  vehicle  operators  on  hazards  of  driving  around  lights  and  gates  in  the  down  position. 

*  Identify  ways  of  reaching  driver  education  programs  to  emphasize  rail  safety  within  their  programs. 

*  Alert  law  enforcement  groups  to  motorists  driving  around  gates  or  "near  misses"  to  help  enforce  local/state  laws. 

*  Increase  enforcement  activities  such  as  "Officer  on  the  Train"  and  "Positive  Enforcement  Programs"  to  attempt  to  convince 
drivers  that  It  Is  unwise  and  unsafe  to  try  to  beat  the  train. 

*  Conduct  several  "Grade  Crossing  Collision  Investigation"  courses  around  the  state  to  inform  law  enforcement  officers  of  the 
complexities  in  working  grade  crossing  collisions. 

*  Work  with  the  existing  Blueprint  for  Highway  Safety  Coalitions  to  combine  rail  safety  efforts  with  existing  highway  safety 
initiatives. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MIHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  t>e  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  0-8.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  In  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  establistied  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

*  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  infomiatlon) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (Hmely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

*  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  Incentive  Items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

■  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  TrafRc  and  Highway  Safety  Oivfeion  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

*  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 
Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

*Evaluatlon  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satis^ctory 

justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

Crossing  crashes  in  Missouri  for  2014  appear  to  be  on  the  rise,  but  fatalities  remain  low.  The  number  of  crossing  crashes  is 
projected  to  rise  above  50  for  the  first  time  since  2006  when  we  had  56  crashes.  However,  the  severity  of  these  crashes  is 
much  less  than  expected  as  only  one  fatality  has  occurred  to  date.  This  is  the  second  straight  year  that  the  severity  rate  is 
down  significarttty.  in  2014  we  have  had  only  one  crossing  fatality  along  with  12  injuries  in  34  crashes. 

Pedestrian/trespass  Incidents  appear  they  will  remain  constant  in  the  mid-teens  as  they  have  for  the  past  decade.  To  date 
there  have  been  1 1  trespass  incidents  resulting  in  7  fatalities  and  5  injuries.  These  trespass  numbers  are  down  a  little  fix>m 
2013. 

We  are  continuing  to  implement  our  action  plan  set  forth  by  the  Missouri  Operation  Lifesaver  Board  of  Directors.  While  more 
Officer  on  the  Train  events  were  conducted  several  were  cancelled  at  the  last  moment  due  to  mechanical  and  traffic 
problems  wiUi  0ie  trains.  In  addition  weather  conditions  created  problems  and  resulted  in  our  not  using  all  the  funds  available 
for  these  activities.  The  breakdown  by  project  is  as  follows: 

Educatfonal  Mateitel  fbr  PEPs.  OOTs  and  Safety  Presentatnns  -  $5,000.00 
(Expended  $4,999.95) 

We  purchased  1 1 ,000  Key  Safety  Ttps  for  Drivers  and  1 5,000  plastic  key  tags  with  the  new  slogan  "See  Tracks?  Think 
TrainI"  to  hand  out  to  the  drivers  we  talk  to  at  the  crossings.  A  key  safety  tip  brochure  is  given  to  each  driver  and  then  if  they 
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are  buckled  in  their  seat  belt  we  give  them  a  key  tag.  If  tiiey  are  not  buckled  we  politely  ask  them  if  they  would  buckle  up  and 
if  they  do  then  we  give  them  the  key  tag.  To  date  we  have  conducted  Positive  Enforcement  Programs  (PEP)  in  10  target 
counties  at  38  crossings  and  reached  almost  3,500  drivers. 

Officer  on  the  Train  &  Grade  Crossing  Collision  investigation  Events  -  $10,000.00 
(Expended  $7,625.61) 

We  conducted  16  Officer  on  the  Train  (OOT)  events  around  the  state,  but  primarily  focused  them  in  and  near  our  targets 

counties.  These  OOTs  are  performed  with  law  enforcement  officers  in  the  engine  of  the  train  and  multiple  officers  on  the 
ground  to  chase  violators.  A  total  of  185  violations  were  written  by  the  law  enforcement  officers  during  these  events.  This 
was  a  significant  increase  over  2013.  I\^edia  releases  were  issued  primarily  through  the  MO  State  Highway  Patrol  or  railroads 
for  these  OOT  events.  Radio,  TV  and  newspaper  interviews  were  conducted  during  most  of  these  events.  Ten  Grade 
Crossing  Collision  Investigation  Classes  (GCCI)  were  given  to  131  law  enforcement  officers  primarily  in  our  target  counties. 
This  almost  doubled  the  number  of  classes  and  participants  compared  to  2013. 

Results  of  Targeting  Counties  -  Decline  in  the  Number  of  Crashes 

Fifteen  counties  were  targeted  in  2014  using  crash  data  from  2012-2013.  A  total  of  48  washes  with  5  fatalities  and  37 
injuries  occuned  in  those  15  target  counties  during  the  years  2012  and  201 3.  As  a  result  of  stepped  up  enforcement  efforts 
through  OOTs,  PEPs  and  GCCIs  in  those  specific  counties  9ie  ptBliminary  numbers  for  crash  data  in  2014  are  1 3  crashes,  1 
fatality  and  4  injuries.  Although  the  year  is  not  over  a  substantial  decline  has  resulted  to  date  encouraging  us  to  conduct  even 
nr«ore  of  these  enforcement  events  in  2015  and  continue  to  target  our  highest  incident  locations. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

402/20.600  $30,010.00  $0.00 

HS  CONTACT: 

Pam  Hoelscher 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Staff  at  Washington  University  have  published  on  a  screening  battery  on  a  sample  of  drivers  with  dementia  that  involves 
brief,  simple,  office-based  testing  to  predict  the  ability  to  pass  a  performance  based  road  test  in  a  sample  of  medically 
impaired  drivers.  Similarly,  a  combination  of  brief  tests  (e.g.  Trailmaking  Test  A,  Clock  Drawing  Task,  Snellgrove  Maze 
Task)  have  been  identified  in  additional  samples  such  as  stroke  that  assist  in  risk  stratification  and  could  potentially  reduce 
the  number  of  road  tests  by  occupational  therapists  and/or  the  Department  of  Motor  Vehicles  by  >  50%.  It  fs  hoped  that  data 
collected  at  an  additional  medical  site  (e.g.  Springfield,  MO)  will  replicate  those  findings.  Washington  University  has  current 
grant  funding  focusing  on  determining  the  usefulness  of  the  tests  in  the  outpatient  physician  office  setting  in  St.  Louis,  MO. 

Phasel :  The  focus  of  this  phase  one  is  to  perform  additional  analysis  prior  to  further  needed  data  collection  In  subsequent 
years  as  follows: 

1 .  To  merge  two  separate  databases  to  establish  one  common  database 

Washington  University  has  been  collecting  data  from  different  diagnoses  and  sites  -  and  need  to  merge  this  data  into  one 
data  base  for  a  larger  analysis.  This  requires  some  data  base  management  and  variable  recoding/labeling  to  ensure  that  no 
data  is  lost  in  the  process.  Data  is  preserved  in  Washington  University  Secure  RedCap  Date  base  -  and  this  data  base  is  set 
up  to  managing  merging  needs, 

2.  To  perform  analyses  on  fitness  to  drive  database  to  study  addifronal  screening  tools  and  effectiveness  in  dBferent  settings 
(e.g.,  study  traffic  signs  in  relationship  to  predicting  driving  safety,  and  study  effectiveness  of  the  model  of  brief  tests  to 
predict  driving  in  different  settings,  i.e.,  Springfield,  MO  and  outpatient  office  settings), 

3.  To  present  these  findlnp  ata  mirflmum  of  two  national  conferences 

4.  To  publish  three  additional  peer  review  manuscripts  in  peer  review  journals  during  the  year  of  fljndmg  that  identify  new 
tools  validated  against  new  driving  outcomes 

a.  The  first  manuscript  will  focus  on  traffic  sign  recognition  and  written  tests  as  predictors  of  road  test  perferTOriee.  The 
entire  dataset  will  be  analyzed  (including  the  addition  of  the  Springfield,  MO  site)  and  perform  sub  analyses  on  specific 
medical  categories  (e.g.  dementia,  stroke). 

b.  The  second  manuscript  will  focus  on  physician  office  predictors,  since  data  entry  will  be  completed  at  the  end  of  this  year 
of  funding  and  will  require  additional  time  to  complete  analyses. 

c.  Finally,  the  dataset  has  grown  and  there  has  been  enough  time  to  examine  the  predictive  power  of  the  screens  and  the 
impact  of  road  tests  on  crash  data,  retrospedtively  and  prospectively  from  the  time  of  the  evaluation.  Thus,  a  publication  on 
this  important  outcome  is  critical. 

Phase  2:  Building  a  Collaborative  Network  for  the  Future 

Washington  University  will  expand  the  sample  to  include  other  sites  in  Missouri  to  validate  the  brief  office  test  model  of 
predicting  road  test  performance. 

1 .  To  meet  the  phase  2  goal,  a  conference  will  be  held  and  meet  with  other  OT-based  driving  clinic  professionals  across  the 
state  of  Miissauri  to  begin  a  dialogue  to  build  a  coalition  of  clinician  investigators  to  expand  the  approach  and  sample  size  for 
further  validation. 

Plan:  Washington  University  will  work  closely  with  a  colleague  at  a  central  location  (e.g.  Dr.  James  Stowe,  Columbia,  MO) 
and  reach  out  to  additional  professionals  who  perfomi  fitness-to-drive  evaluations  in  OT-based  driving  clinics.  A  one-day 
conference  at  this  centra!  location  will  be  held  with  individuals  who  are  interested  in  a  collaboration  to  validate  the  published 
models,  with  intent  to  learn  any  new  approaches  from  other  sites  that  should  be  studied.  This  conference  will  review 
previous  and  current  research,  review  the  current  evaluation  process  from  each  site,  and  then  try  to  reach  a  consensus  on 
what  tools  each  site  would  be  willing  to  adopt,  along  with  addressing  key  issues  such  as  funding,  biostatistical  input, 
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administrative  location,  and  the  tricky  issue  of  blinding,  which  increases  cost  with  another  ecaminer,  but  will  probably  be 

critical  for  the  scientific  validity  of  testing. 

2.  A  meeting  with  key  stakeholders  in  the  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol  will  be  held  to  begin  a  dialogue  to  detemiine  if  it  is 

feasible  to  initiate  pilot  testing  of  the  screening  tools  in  the  license  renewal  setting  in  fitness-to-drive  evaluations. 

Plan:  This  meeting  will  indude  key  stakeholders  in  Jeffierson  City  -  Highway  Patrol,  Office  of  Liceroe  Testing,  Traffic  and 

Highway  Safety  Division  and  the  Washington  University  research  team.  The  goal  of  this  meeting  will  be  to  discuss  the 
feasibility,  legal  and/or  ethical  issues  of  moving  our  efforts  into  a  pilot  phase  in  the  DOR  setting. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Driving  continues  to  be  the  most  viable  mode  of  transportation  for  older  drivers,  and  safety  on  the  road  is  an  ongoing  concern 
Patients,  femilles,  clinicians,  and  Department  of  Motor  Vehicles  across  the  country  are  faced  with  an  increasing  number  of 
older  medically  impaired  drivers.  The  crash  rate  for  older  adults  (per  miles  driven)  is  elevated  in  comparison  to  middle-aged 
drivers  and  approaches  that  of  teenage  drivers.  Medical  conditions  that  occur  during  the  aging  process  may  predispose  older 
adults  to  a  higher  risk  of  crashes  and  are  the  reasons  for  referral  for  fitness  to  drive  evaluations  in  the  state  of  Missouri. 
Cognitive  impairment,  which  can  be  associated  with  a  number  of  conditions  (e.g.  dementia,  Parkinson's  Disease,  Multiple 
Sclerosis,  psychiatric  disease,  stroke,  heart  conditions)  has  been  associated  with  elevated  crash  risk  or  impaired  driving 
perfbnnanoe. 

Numerous  stakeholders  (e.g.  Stale  Highway  Patrol  (SHP),  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation  (MoDot),  and  Department 

of  Revenue  (DORS),  have  a  primary  concern  to  maintain  or  improve  traffic  safety.  The  State  of  Missouri  has  made 
improvements  in  their  evaluation  process  by  passing  a  voluntary  reporting  law  in  1998.  Approximately,  800  medical  impaired 
drivers  a  year  require  ftjrtfter  fitnees  to  drive  tasting  by  the  state.  It  Is  anticipated  that  these  numbers  will  likely  triple  over  the 
next  few  decades.  In  addition,  office  based  clinicians  (e.g.  physicians,  occupational  therapists)  are  on  the  front  line  in 
determining  whether  their  patients  should  even  continue  driving  and/or  be  referred  to  the  state  for  an  evaluation.  The  Missouri 
reporting  law  has  been  effective  in  identifying  unsafe  drivers  with  medical  impairments.  However,  the  need  for  a  battery  of 
off-road  tests  is  sorely  needed  to  reduce  the  costs  of  road  testing  in  our  state,  reduce  unnecessary  road  tests  and  anxiety 
when  performing  these  tests  on  our  medically  impaired  drivers,  and  reduce  the  risk  to  ^miners  and  the  public  when  taking 
these  impaired  drivers  out  on  the  road  for  evaluations. 

As  medically  impaired  older  adults  are  reported  to  the  State  through  our  voluntary  reporting  law,  the  Missouri  protocol 

mandates  physician  medical  information  with  recommendations  for  driving/further  testing.  It  is  at  this  point,  that  physicians 
may  recommend  a  road  test  by  the  state  to  determine  fitness  to  drive.  The  standard  procedure  is  to  have  the  road  test 
performed  in  the  IndivMuaTs  own  car  (without  a  passenger  brake  available)  and  the  DORS  evaluator  takes  the  individual  on  a 
planned  testing  route  in  the  community.  This  imposes  a  level  of  safety  risk  (as  well  as  costs)  that  could  be  reduced  if  there 
were  brief  tests  available  that  could  predict  teilure  on  the  road  test  with  a  high  degree  of  certainty.  Thus,  this  supports  the 
need  to  have  reliable  and  valid  tests  that  can  be  used  to  predict  driving  perfonmance  in  a  majori^  of  medically  impaired 
drivers. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 
The  goals  of  the  project  are: 

1 .  To  further  develop  and  analyze  the  fitness  to  drive  database  (e.g.  examining  the  abilities  of  the  model  to  predict  a 
heterogeneous  group  of  medically  impaired  drivers  and  not  just  specific  samples  such  as  stroke  or  dementia),  study 
additional  key  screens  (e.g.  tiirffk:  sign  reoognitton,  written  test),  and  examine  an  addittonal  outcome  measure  (e.g.  such  as 
motor  vehtole  crashes  using  ttie  Missouri  STARS  database). 

2.  Development  of  a  plan  to  enlarge  the  sample  and  carry  through  the  model  into  DMV  settings.  Convene  a  meeting  with  key 
stakeholders  such  as  OTs  in  driving  clinic  settings  across  Missouri  and  the  State  Highway  Patrol  who  are  responsible  for 
testing  medically  impaired  drivers,  could  start  a  process  of  creating  a  major  collaboratton  to  expand  the  approach  to  other 
sites  and  data  sets  to  replicate  findings  and  increase  the  sample  size.  If  successful  it  believed  that  this  will  provide  the 
evidence  required  to  adopt  these  types  of  tools  and  approach(BS  in  other  health  professional  sights  as  well  as  potential  DMV 
settings. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  folk)wing: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarteriy,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  oompietkm  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

■  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluattons  if  available) 

•  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  dass,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
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location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  infomiation) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  trafRc  safety  effort; 

documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  detennine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

*Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  If  salisfectory 

justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

SUMMARY  OF  PROJECT  ACTIVITY 

Phase  One:  The  focus  of  this  phase  was  to  perform  additional  analyses  and  set  up  infirastructure  to  plan  for  additional  data 
collection  in  the  future: 

1 .  To  merge  two  separate  databases  to  establish  one  common  database 

Data  has  been  collected  from  different  diagnoses  and  sites  and  has  now  successfully  been  merged  into  one  database  in 
preparation  for  a  larger  analysis.  This  involved  a  lengthy  process  of  recoding/labeling  variables  for  continuity  across  all 
collected  data  so  as  not  to  lose  any  data.  Washinjgton  University  has  achieved  this  process  and  begun  to  take  initial  steps  to 
develop  a  "core"  (e.g.,  Washington  University  Driving  and  Community  Mobility  Assessment  and  Intervention  Core). 

Washington  University  staff  has  met  with  key  administrators  in  Human  Subjects  Department  to  determine  if  the  criteria  have 
been  met  for  the  establishment  of  a  "core"-  and  it  does  with  the  combined  data  set.  As  defined  by  Washington  University 
(http://research.wustl.edu/Cores/About/Pages/default.aspx) 

"Washington  University  Core  Research  Facilities  and  Resources  (CRFRs)  are  defined  as  specialized  data  centers, 
laboratories,  state-of-the-art  equipment  facilities  and  service  units  that  offer  shared  assets  to  University  invesfigators. 

Examples  of  core  offerings  include  novel  technologies,  equipment,  sample  and  data  collections,  informatics,  analysis  tools, 
consultation,  evaluation,  specialized  technical  training,  and  expertise.  Access  may  be  restricted  or  prioritized  for  specific 
groups  or  open  to  all  investigators." 

A  core  will  have  the  benefits  of  furthering  the  research  within  Washington  University  as  well  as  both  nationally  and 
internationally.  Procedures  will  be  established  for  interfacing  with  other  researchers  interested  in  driving  for  data-sharing.  This 
will  allow  the  Washington  University  database  in  driving  to  expand  and  reach  other  interested  researchers  (e.g.  autism, 
distracted  driving) .  Project  staff  is  in  the  initial  stages  of  core  development  and  are  researching  other  protocols  and  operating 
manuals  from  already  developed  cores  in  the  Washington  University  Medical  School  for  important  information  regarding 
policies  and  procedures.  This  will  provide  a  structure  to  the  driving  lab  that  is  necessary  as  grovi/th  occurs. 

2.  To  perform  analyses  on  the  fitness  to  drive  database  to  study  additional  screening  tools  and  effectiveness  in  diffierent 
settings  and  diagnoses  (e.g.,  study  traffic  signs  in  relationship  to  predicting  driving  safety,  and  study  effectiveness  of  the 
model  of  brief  tests) 

a.  Traffic  Signs  and  Written  Rules  of  the  Road  Test,  (refer  to  tables  in  the  attached  Document  1  Traffic  Signs) 

Project  staff  has  performed  an  inter-rater  reliability  study  on  the  traffic  sign  naming  task  which  utilizes  the  traffic  signs  from 
Missouri  State  Licensing/DMV  offices.  They  have  found  generally  better  inter-rater  reliability  amongst  the  "naming 
component  of  the  task"  (e.g.,  what  is  the  name  of  this  sign)  when  compared  to  "meaning"  (e.g.,  what  would  you  do  if  you 
came  up  to  this  sign  in  traffic)  (sign  naming  kappa  .80,  sign  meaning  kappa  .54)(Table  6) 

Validation  of  the  traffic  sign  fest  is  supported  by  the  strong  relationship  it  has  with  various  cognitive  assessment  measures 
utilized  as  part  of  the  driving  assessment.  (Table  1b).  Additionally,  all  individual  signs  show  a  significant  relationship  to  failing 
the  road  te^  except  the  sharp  right  turn  sign  (Table  2).  The  written  test  involving  "mles  of  the  road"  showed  that  8  of  13 
questions  were  related  to  failing  the  road  test  (Table  3). 


Stepwise  logistic  regression  for  Road  Test  Failure  on  sign  name  tests  and  their  total  resulted  in  a  model  that  included  the 
total  of  all  the  signs  that  were  correct  as  well  as  sign  3  (no  left  turn)  which  suggests  that  sign  3  is  more  predictive  than  the 
other  signs.  A  h^h  sign  name  total  contended  to  a  higher  probability  of  passing.  Getting  sign  3  correct  related  more  to 
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passing  than  other  sign  tests.  This  model  has  an  ROC  AUC  of  0.784. 

Traffic  Sign  Naming  Test  appears  to  be  a  very  good  predictor  of  road  test  performance.  Project  staff  is  continuing  to  analyze 
this  data  but  are  very  dose  to  manusaipt  preparation  on  this  novel  data. 

b.  Glaucoma  and  Driving.  (Refer  to  attachment  -  Document  2  Glaucoma  and  Driving) 

Dr.  Bhorade  has  been  instrumental  in  the  submission  of  the  first  study  on  glaucoma  and  driving  which  looked  at  the 
differences  in  controls  and  individuals  with  glaucoma  in  driving  perfomiance. 

In  this  investigation,  it  was  found  that  among  the  glaucoma  group,  there  were  no  statistically  significant  differences  in  visual 
field,  visual  acuity,  contrast  sensitivity  or  glare  between  participants  rated  as  pass  vs.  marginal/fail  (p>0.05).  However, 
glaucoma  participants  rated  as  marginal/fail  performed  significantly  worse  on  measures  of  cognition  (Trail  Malting  Tests  A 
and  B),  mobility  (Rapid  Pace  Walk,  Braking  Response  Time,  right-sMed  Jamar  grip  strength)  and  Mentifying  traffk:  signs 
(p<0.05). 

Thus,  while  approximately  half  of  patients  with  bilateral  moderate  or  advanced  glaucoma  were  at-risk  drivers,  about  half  were 
rated  as  safe  drivers.  Impairment  in  cognition  and  mobility  may  be  more  important  predictors  for  unsafe  driving  than  vision 
alone  in  these  patients. 

This  paper  was  submitted  to  JAIVIA  Ophthalmology  and  returned  due  to  being  over  the  allotted  word  count.  We  have 
re-submitted  with  a  reduction  in  word  count  The  paper  is  not  for  sharing  at  this  time  due  to  pending  publteatton  status. 

c.  Driving  EnxM*  StucBes.  Refer  to  Attachments  3  (RODE  inter-rater  Reliability  Study)  and  Attachment  4  (Dementia  and 
Driving  Errors) 

V\feshlngton  University  staff  has  continued  to  pursue  their  interest  in  studying  the  types  of  driving  errors  Individuals  make 

while  on  the  performance  based  road  test.  The  Record  of  Driving  Errors  (RODE)  was  developed  (by  Peggy  P.  Barco)  as  a 
standardized  approach  to  measure  driving  errors  on  the  road  test.  Since  the  development  of  this  instrument,  it  has  become 
the  major  outcome  measure  in  a  funded  NIH  study  where  Drs.  Can'  and  Barco  are  co-investigators:  (NIH)  (R01  AG043434 
PI:  Roe).  As  part  of  MODOT  grants,  they  studied  the  RODE's  inter-rater  reliability  which  was  shown  to  be  strong  across  most 
error  types  (Attachment  3),  and  this  paper  currently  has  been  accepted  for  publication  in  the  American  Journal  of 
Occupational  Therapy  (accepted  March  2014). 

Drs.  Carr  and  Barco  have  also  submitted  a  paper  (to  JAGSAinder  review)  which  looks  at  the  types  of  driving  enrors  in 

dementia.  The  primary  aim  of  this  study  is  to  describe  in  detail  the  number  and  types  of  driving  errors  made  by  people  with 
dementia  who  fail  a  road  test  in  comparison  to  those  that  pass.  The  secondary  aim  is  to  contrast  driving  errors  made 
between  drivers  with  dementia  and  cognitively  intact  okler  adults.  In  this  investigation,  sixty^two  percent  (37/60)  of  indivkluals 
with  dementia  failed  the  road  test  in  comparison  to  three  percent  (1/32)  of  healthy  elders.  Based  on  the  RODE,  individuals 
with  dementia  made  twice  as  many  driving  en-ors  as  controls.  Within  the  dementia  sample  individuals  that  failed  the  road  test 
had  more  difficulties  when  driving  in  straight  away  conditions  and  when  making  left  and  right  turns.  Dangerous  actions 
occurred  most  often  while  driving  straight  on  the  road  and  while  making  left  turns.  Specific  driving  behaviors  associated  with 
road  test  failure  in  the  dementia  sample  included  difficulties  in  lane  positioning/usage,  stopping  the  vehicle  appropriately, 
attention,  decision  making,  and  following  rules  of  the  road.  Informants  of  individuals  with  dementia  that  felled  the  road  test 
reported  more  impainnent  with  cognitive  functioning  through  the  Assessing  Dementia  8  (ADS). 

This  paper  highlights  the  driving  errors  most  common  in  those  with  dementia  that  fail  a  road  test.  The  finding  that  most  of  the 
dangerous  actions  in  the  dementia  sample  occurred  while  driving  in  a  straight  away  condition  is  novel,  as  driving  on  straight 
roads  has  not  been  considered  a  conditton  of  "high  challenge"  In  prtor  driving  studies  with  dementia.  This  finding  tms  potential 

implications  for  future  interventions  related  to  vehicle  instrumentation,  traffic  policy,  and  driving  recommendattons  for  those 
with  dementia.  The  paper  is  not  for  sharing  at  this  time  due  to  pending  publication  status. 

d.  Caregiver  Tools  in  Predicting  Road  Test  Performance.  (Refer  to  Attachment  5  Caregiver  Tools) 

Informants  or  caregivers  need  brief,  simple  screens  to  assist  with  the  decision  of  when  to  consider  evaluating  driving  skills  in 
older  adults  with  dementia.  The  objective  of  this  study  was  to  determine  if  informant  report  of  abnormal  driving  behaviors  and 
driving  quality  ratings,  impaimients  in  lADL  tasks  as  measured  by  the  FuncHonal  Assessment  QuesHonnaire  (FAQ)3  or  the 
AD8,4  and/or  a  brief  cognitive  screen  (Short  Blessed  Test)5  could  predict  on-road  performance.  In  this  sample  of  older  adult 
drivers,  functional  impairments  in  higher  order  activities  of  daily  living,  caregiver  ratings,  and  a  cognitive  screen  were  the  best 
correlates  of  impaired  mad  test  performance.  Detailed  checklists  of  abnormal  in-traffic  driving  behaviors  observed  by 
infonnants  were  suboptimal  predictors.  Further  study  of  checklists  may  be  warranted  and  could  possibly  be  improved  by 
requesting  more  direct  observation  by  informants  and/or  adding  a  Likert  scale  to  the  responses.  More  studies  are  needed  in 
larger  samples  and  in  additional  clinical  settings  to  validate  these  findings  and  develop  multi-domain  models  for 


infbrmant/caregiver  prediction  of  driver  performance.  This  paper  is  still  being  developed  and  has  not  yet  been  submitted. 

3.  To  present  these  findings  at  a  minimum  of  two  national  conferences 

The  co-investigators  have  presented  the  caregiver  tools  data  at  the  International  Confierence  on  Alzheimer's  Disease  in  2013 
and  have  also  presented  many  of  their  studies  at  ttie  national  AOTA  conference.  Going  forward  they  will  commit  to  presenting 
future  studies  at  the  Transportation  Research  Board  meeting  in  Washington  DC. 

Barco,  PP.,  Carr,  DB,,  Ott,  B.R.,  Ice,  S.,  Baum,  C,  Roe,  CM.  Assessing  Driving  Errors  in  Dementia  thru  the  Record  of  Driving 
Errors  (RODE).  American  Occupational  Therapy  Association  National  Conference,  Baltimore,  IVIaryland,  April  3,  2014. 

Carr,  DB,  Barco,  PP.  Dolan,  K,  Waldendorf,  M,  Roe,  CM.  Caregiver  Prediction  of  Road  Test  Performance.  American 
Occupational  Therapy  Association  National  Confierence,  Baltimore,  l\^aryland,  April  5, 2014. 

**Drs.  Carr  and  Barco  have  been  accepted  to  present  a  three  hour  workshop  on  driving  assessment  with  other  driving  and 
community  mobility  specialists  at  the  201 5  American  Occupational  Therapy  Association  Nationat  Conference.  As  part  of  this 
workshop  they  will  be  presenting  and  discussing  the  predictive  nKxiel  along  with  case  studies  illustrating  the  model. 

4.  To  publish  three  additional  peer  review  manuscripts  in  peer  review  joumals  during  the  year  of  funding  that  identify  new 
tools  validated  against  new  driving  outcomes 

Barco  PP,  Carr  DB,  Rutkoski  KR,  Xiong  C,  Roe  CM.  Inter-rater  reliability  of  the  record  of  driving  errors  (RODE),  American 
Journal  of  Occupational  Therapy  (accepted  for  publication). 

Barco  PP,  Baum  CM,  Ott  BR,  Ice  S,  Johnson  A,  Wallendorf  M,  Can*,  DB.  Driving  Errors  in  Persons  with  Dementia  (submitted 
October  2014  to  JAGS;  under  review). 

Bhorade  AM,  YomVH,  Barco  PP,  Wilson  B,  Gordon  M,  Carr,  DB.  On-road  Driving  Performance  of  Patients  with  Bilateral 

Moderate  and  Advanced  Glaucoma,  (pending  acceptance  to  Jama  Ophthalmology). 

Barco  PP,  Wallendorf  MJ,  Snellgrove  CA,  Ott  BR,  Carr  DB  (2014).  Predicting  Road  Test  Performance  in  Drivers  with  Stroke. 
American  Journal  of  Occupational  Therapy,  68(2),  221-229.  (Not  supported  by  NIH  funds) 

Hetland  AJ,  Carr  DB,  Wallendorf  MJ,  Barco  PP  (2014).  'Potentially  driver  impairing'  (PDI)  medication  use  in  medically 
impaired  adults  referred  for  driving  evaluation.  Annuals  of  Pharmacotherapy.  2014  Jan  26.  [Epub  ahead  of  prinQ 
PMID:24473491 

The  following  papers  are  still  being  developed  for  submission: 

1 .  Traffic  Sign  Test  as  Predictor  of  Road  Test  Performance  in  Dementia 

2.  Summary  of  Caregiver  Prediction  of  Road  Test  Performance 

Phase  2:  Building  a  Collaborative  Network  for  the  Future 

Drs.  Carr  and  Barco  have  the  Intention  of  expanding  their  sample  to  Include  other  sites  in  Missouri  to  validate  the  brief  office 
test  model  of  predicting  road  test  performance. 

To  meet  the  phase  2  goat,  they  plan  to  have  a  conference  and  meet  with  other  OT-based  driving  clinic  professionals  across 
the  state  of  Missouri  to  begin  a  dialogue  to  build  a  coalition  of  clinician  investigators  to  expand  their  approach  and  sample 
size  for  further  validation. 

Drs.  Carr  and  Barco  have  spoken  to  facilities  with  driving  specialist  across  Missouri  to  determine  interest  in  attending  a  small 
workshop  focused  on  tools  to  predict  driving  performance  and  to  discuss  potential  collaboration  in  the  future.  The  workshop 
has  been  scheduled  for  November  3, 2014.  The  agenda  will  include  providing  overview  of  current  evidence  related  to 
assessment  tools  and  predidion  of  road  test  perfomrtance,  review  of  current  evaluation  process  from  each  site,  the  current 
model  of  prediction  to  be  studied  across  Missouri,  discussion  and  input  through  case  examples  and  consensus  building,  and 
education  on  Human  Subjects,  and  unique  research  neecte  (e.g.  2nd  evaiuator  for  blinding).  Interest,  willingness,  and  ability 
to  pat^pats  in  a  potential  future  study  with  Washington  University  wHI  be  explored.  In  attendance  will  be  driving  specialists 
fi-om  St.  Louis  (TRISL,  VA,  aid  hopefully  St.  John's  Mercy),  Springfield,  and  Cape  Girardeau. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  ARdOUNT: 

$74,055.62  $74,055.23 
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Missouri  Department  of  Transportation  (l\^ODOT)  Report 

M.  Wallendorf  October  15, 2014 

Demographics 

In  our  sample  (n  =  202),  159  (78.7%)  had  dementia,  96  (47.5%)  failed  the  road  test,  76  (37.6%)  were 

female,  159  (81.5%)  were  Caucasian,  185  (91.6%)  completed  at  least  12  years  of  education,  99  (49.0%) 
completed  at  least  16  years  of  education,  184  (91.1%)  were  current  drivers  at  the  time  of  testing,  and 
132  of  192  (68.7%)  were  married.  The  median  age  was  74. 

Sign  and  Written  Tests 

Table  la.  Simple  statistics  for  association  of  Sign  and  Written  Tests  with  measures  of  cognition. 


Simple  Statistics 

Variable 

N 

Mean 

StdOev 

Sum 

Minimum 

Maximum 

Label 

205 

7.28780 

6.65907 

1494 

0 

28.00000 

Short  Blessed: 

ctdf 

204 

5.32353 

2.10400 

1086 

0 

7.00000 

Clock  Drawing:  Freund  Score 

trallsasec 

204 

60.46186 

38.42550 

12334 

19.53000 

235.00000 

Trails  A:  seconds 

trallsacompleted 

203 

23.67980 

2.29095 

4807 

1.00000 

24.00000 

Trails  A:  Number  completed  out  of  24 

trallsbsec 

184 

168.48462 

83.68069 

31001 

41.68000 

301.00000 

Trails  B:  seconds 

trailsbcompleted 

184 

22.11957 

4.47786 

4070 

3.00000 

24.00000 

Trails  B:  Number  completed  out  of  24 

mazesec 

198 

50.16717 

35.17137 

9933 

15.97000 

299.00000 

Maze  Test:  Seconds 

dhlufov 

118 

255.52542 

151.40367 

30152 

100.00000 

500.00000 

UFOV:  Milliseconds 

dhlmfvpt 

162 

3.41358 

2.51615 

553.00000 

0 

11.00000 

Visual  Closure/MVPT:  Errors 

adStot 

203 

4.34975 

2.52725 

883.00000 

0 

8.00000 

Total  number  of  positive  responses  on  ADS 

SIgnNameTotal 

205 

7.86341 

2.36620 

1612 

1.00000 

12.00000 

Traffic  Sign  Naming  total  accurate 

;%nFuncTotal 

205 

8.20976 

2.74753 

1683 

0 

12.00000 

Traffic  Sign  Meaning  total  accurate 

154 

9.62987 

2.50998 

1483 

0 

13.00000 

Total  Written  Driving  Test 
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Table  lb.  Pearson  correlation  for  association  of  Sign  and  Written  Tests  with  measures  of  cognition. 


Pearson  Correlati 
Prob>|r|  under  HO:  Rho=0 
Number  of  Observations 





Short  Blessed: 


SIgnNameTot 


-0.58766 

<.0001 
205 


ncTotal 


-0.54024 

<.0001 
205 


TotWDT 


-0.39506 

<.0001 
154 


ctdf 

Clock  Drawing:  Freund  Score 


0.40205 
<.0001 
204 


0.50642 
<.0001 
204 


0.43652 
<.0001 
154 


trailsasec 

Trails  A:  seconds 


raliiacompleted 

jrails  A:  Number  completed  out  of  24 


-0.36950 
<.0001 
204 


0.12407 

0.0778 
203 


-0.45798 
<.0001 
204 


0.19602 

0.0051 
203 


-0.37778 
<.0001 
153 


0.10939 
0.1783 
153 


railsbsec 

rrdils  B:  seconds 


-0.45219 
<.0001 
184 


-0.47468 
<.0001 
184 


-0.51904 
<.0001 
136 


Iratlsbcompteted 

Trails  B:  Number  completed  o 


0.26219 
0.0003 
184 


-0.32620 
<.0001 
198 


0.36210 
<.0001 
184 


-0.35944 
<.0001 
198 


0.43326 
<.0001 
136 


-0.23041 
0.0048 
148 


dhiufov 

UFQV:Milliseo 


-0.50515 
<.0001 
118 


.fihimfv^t 

.Visual  dosure/MVPT:  Errors 


-0.37276 
<.0001 
162 


-0.56964 
<.0001 
118 


-0.40920 
<.0001 
162 


-0.51375 
<.0001 
78 


-0.37275 
<.0001 
118 


adStot 

Total  number  of  positive  resp' 


-0.38170 
<.0001 
203 


-0.36476 
<.0001 
203 


-0.19489 
0.0161 
152 
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Table  2.  Association  of  Sign  Name  Test  witli  Road  Test  Failure. 


Sign  Name  Test 

Correct 

Incorrect 

Pearson 

Chi-square 
P-vaiue 

N  (Percent  Fail) 

N  (Percent  Fail) 

1 

Stop 

189  (44) 

13 (92) 

0.0008 

2 

Merge 

91  (27) 

110 (65) 

<0.0001 

3 

No  left  turn 

159  (36) 

43(88) 

<0.0001 

4 

Road  construction 

196  (46) 

6  (100) 

0.009 

5 

Do  not  enter 

45  (29) 

157  (53) 

0.0045 

6 

Traffic  signal  ahead 

122  (36) 

80  (65) 

<0.0001 

7 

Slippery  when  wet 

132  (39) 

70  (64) 

0.0005 

8 

Yield 

75  (36) 

126  (55) 

0.010 

9 

Railroad  crossing 

193  (46) 

9(89) 

0.011 

10 

Pedestrian  crossing 

181  (43) 

21  (86) 

0.0002 

11 

Divided  highway 

77(31) 

125  (58) 

0.0003 

12 

Sharp  right  curve 

129  (49) 

73(45) 

0.62 

Table  3.  Association  of  Written  Driving  Test  with  Road  Test  Failure. 


Written  Test 

Correct 

Incorrect 

Pearson 
Chi-square 
P-vaiue 

N  (Percent  Fail) 

N  (Percent  Fail) 

1 

tailgate 

185  (44) 

11(73) 

0.066 

2 

pedestrian 

164  (45) 

32  (53) 

0.371 

3 

emergency  vehicle 

182 (43) 

14  (79) 

0.011 

4 

speed  limit 

100  (41) 

96  (51) 

0.159 

5 

lane  change 

132  (35) 

64(69) 

<0.0001 

6 

school  bus 

170 (39) 

26  (92) 

<0.0001 

7 

solid  and  broken  yellow  lines 

87  (36) 

109  (54) 

0.010 

8 

flashing  yellow  light 

127  (36) 

69(64) 

0.0002 

9 

two  or  more  lanes 

160(41) 

35(66) 

0.009 

10 

yield 

141  (38) 

54  (65) 

0.0009 

11 

left  lane 

139  (36) 

55  (69) 

<0.0001 

12 

pedestrian  outside  crosswalk 

178  (44) 

16  (56) 

0.361 

13 

turn  signals 

182  (44) 

12(67) 

0.126 
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Road  Test  Failure 

Stepwise  logistic  regression  for  Road  Test  Failure  on  sign  name  tests  and  their  total  resulted  in  a  model 
that  included  the  following  parameters. 


(Table  4) 


Analysis  of  Maximum  LilcemHBtimates 

Parameter 

DF 

Estimate 

Standard 
Error 

Wald 
Chi-Square 

Pr  >  ChlSq 

Intercept 

1 

3.8712 

0.7159 

29.2375 

<.0001 

signSnam 

1 

-1.4332 

0.5826 

6.0511 

0.0139 

-0.3509 

0.0950 

13.6323 

0.0002 

A  high  sign  name  total  corresponded  to  a  higher  probablllity  of  passing.  Getting  sign  3  correct  related 
more  to  passing  than  other  sign  tests.  This  model  has  an  ROC  AUG  of  0.784. 

Stepwise  logistic  regression  for  Road  Test  Failure  on  written  driving  tests  and  their  total  resulted  in  a 
model  that  included  the  following  parameters, 


(Table  5) 


■"-                                                             — ■■■i.iiiiMMii                         »  ■      wr'       iimi't'ii'  •  

Analysis  of  Maximum  Lll(elihbcid  Estimates 

Parameter 

OF 

Estimate 

Standard 
Error 

Wald 
Chi-Square 

Pr  >  ChiSq 

intercept 

1 

5.1675 

1.1623 

19.7674 

<.0001 

wdt6 

1 

-1.8203 

0.7844 

5.3857 

0.0203 

TotWDT 

1 

-0.3305 

0.0979 

11.3894 

0.0007 

Here,  high  written  driving  test  total  corresponds  to  passing  and  test  6  relates  to  passing  more  than  other 
written  tests  in  the  set.  The  AUC  is  0.754. 


Reliability 

A  subsample  of  40  records  were  randomly  selected  to  have  tests  evaluated  by  2  raters. 
Table  4.  Test-retest  Kappa  statistics  for  sign  tests. 


(Table  6) 


KaDoa 

ASE 

sisnlnani 

1.00000 

0.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

sign2nan) 

0.88000 

0.0819 

0.7195 

1.0000 

sIgnSnam 

0.91648 

0.0821 

0.7556 

1.0000 

sign4nam 

1.00000 

0.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

sIgnSnam 

0.74483 

0.1165 

0.5165 

0.9732 

signGnam 

0.61743 

0.1299 

0.3629 

0.8720 

sign7nam 

0.93964 

0.0594 

 ' 

0.8232 

1.0000 

signSnam 

0.86296 

0.0940 

0.6786 

1.0000 

signSnam 

signlOnam 

1.00000 

0.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

signllnam 

0.64423 

0.1321 

0.3854 

0.9031 

signl2nam 

0.67023 

0.1334 

0.4087 

0.9317 

signlfun 

1.00000 

0.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

sign2fun 

0.47293 

0.1355 

0.2073 

0.7386 

sign3fun 

0.62777 

0.1437 

0.3461 

0.9094 

sign4fun 

0.61053 

0.1694 

0.2785 

0.9425 

signSfun 

0.87108 

0.0879 

0.6988 

1.0000 

signGfun 

0.37672 

0.1553 

0.0724 

0.6811 

5ign7fun 

0.72040 

0.1516 

0.4233 

1.0000 

sIgnSfun 

0.72694 

0.1269 

0.4783 

0.9756 

sign9fun 

0.80108 

0.1355 

0.5355 

1.0000 

signlOfun 

0.22105 

0.1873 

-0.1460 

0.5881 

signllfun 

0.37465 

0.1272 

0.1253 

0.6240 

signl2fun 

0.52361 

0.1687 

0.1930 

0.8542 

signnametotal 

0.79946 

0.0555 

0.6907 

0.9082 

6 


signfunctotal 

0.53935 

0.0821 

0.3785 

0.7002 

For  sign  name  9  (Rail  Road  Crossing),  all  37  of  the  non-missing  evaluations  were  the  same  value,  1.  Sign 
function  tests  had  low  reliability  as  seen  in  the  Kappa  and  the  lower  confidence  limit  (CL). 

We  are  encouraged  by  our  findings  that  show  modest/fair  prediction  with  the  traffic  sign  naming  test 
and  the  written  tests  in  regarding  to  predicting  road  test  performance.  Our  next  step  is  to  choose  those 
written  test  questions  that  show  differences  in  those  that  pass  and  those  that  fail  the  road  test  and  use 
both  tests  in  our  model  of  road  test  failure  prediction.  We  are  confident  that  we  will  be  able  to  Improve 
our  AUC/ROC  to  .8  which  is  a  good  level  of  prediction  and  then  using  two  cut-points  (high  artd  low)  be 
able  to  correctly  classify  a  significant  number  of  drivers.  This  twenty  Item  test  could  easily  be 
administered  in  the  officer  examination  section  and  reduce  the  number  of  road  tests  that  would  be 
necessary  In  this  setting. 
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Missouri  Department  of  Transportation  (IVIODOT)  Report 

M.  Wallendorf  October  15, 2014 

Demographics 

In  our  sampie  (n  =  202),  159  (78.7%)  had  dementia,  96  (47.5%)  feiled  the  road  test,  76  (37.6%)  were 
female,  159  (81.5%)  were  Caucasian,  185  (91.6%)  completed  at  least  12  years  of  education,  99  (49.0%) 
completed  at  least  16  years  of  education,  184  (91.1%)  were  current  drivers  at  the  time  of  testing,  and 
132  of  192  (68.7%)  were  married.  The  median  age  was  74. 

Sign  and  Written  Tests 

Table  la.  Simple  statistics  for  association  of  Sign  and  Written  Tests  with  measures  of  cognition. 


Simple  Statistics 

pirlable 

N 

Mean 

Std  Dev 

Sum 

iVIinimum 

iMaximum 

Label  *. 

sbt 

205 

7.28780 

6.65907 

1494 

0 

28.00000 

Short  Blessed: 

ctdf 

204 

5.32353 

2.10400 

1086 

0 

7.00000 

Clock  Drawing:  Freund  Score 

trailsasec 

204 

60.46186 

38.42550 

12334 

19.53000 

235.00000 

Trails  A:  seconds 

trailsacompleted 

203 

23.67980 

2.29095 

4807 

1.00000 

24.00000 

Trails  A:  Number  completed  out  of  24 

trailsbsec 

184 

168.48462 

83.68069 

31001 

41.68000 

301.00000 

Trails  B:  seconds 

trailsbcompleted 

184 

22.11957 

4.47786 

4070 

3.00000 

24.00000 

Trails  B:  Number  completed  out  of  24 

piilzesec 

198 

50.16717 

35.17137 

9933 

15.97000 

299.00000 

Maze  Test:  Seconds 

dhlufov 

118 

255.52542 

151.40367 

30152 

100.00000 

500.00000 

UFOV:  Milliseconds 

dhlmfvpt 

162 

3.41358 

2.51615 

553.00000 

0 

11.00000 

Visual  Closure/IVIVPT:  Errors 

adstot 

203 

4.34975 

2.52725 

883.00000 

0 

8.00000 

Total  number  of  positive  responses  on  AD8 

SignNameTotat 

205 

7.86341 

2.36620 

1612 

1.00000 

12.00000 

Traffic  Sign  Naming  total  accurate 

SignFuncTotal 

205 

8.20976 

2.74753 

1683 

0 

12.00000 

Traffic  Sign  Meaning  total  accurate 

TcttWOT^. 

154 

9.62987 

2.50998 

1483 

0 

13.00000 

Total  Written  Driving  Test 
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Table  lb.  Pearson  correlation  for  association  of  Sign  and  Written  Tests  with  measures  of  cognition. 


i>  jrj  under  HO: I 
(lumber  of  Observations 


■iilllMllll^^^Mi 


 " "' — '  —  — '  - 

SlgnNameTota! 

SignFuncTotal 

TotWDT 

BE   7~s  ~ 

Short  Blessed        ^V- -  " 

-0.58766 

<.0001 
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-0.54024 
<.0001 
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<.0001 
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ctdf 

pock  Drawing:  Freund  Score 
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<.0001 
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204 

0.43652 
<.0001 
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trailsasec 

Trails  A:  seconds 

-0.36950 
<.0001 
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-0.45798 
<.0001 
204 
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Jraiis  A:  Number  completed  out  of  24 

0.12407 
0.0778 
203 

0.19602 
0.0051 
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0.1783 
153 

trallsbsec 

Trails  B:  seconds 

-0.45219 
<.Q001 
184 

-0.47468 
<.0001 
184 

-0.51904 
<.0001 
136 

SET"' 

Irallsbcompleted 

Trails  B:  Number  completed  out  of  24 

0.26219 
0.0003 
184 

0.36210 
<.0001 
184 

0.43326 
<.0001 
136 

mazesec 

-0.32620 
<.0001 
198 

-0.35944 
<.0001 
198 

-0.23041 
0.0048 
148 

dhfufov 

dhlmfvpV '''''** '"''''^^^^^ 

-0.50515 
<.0001 
118 

-0.56964 
<.0001 
118 

-0.51375 

<.0001 
78 

Visual  Closure/MVPT:  Errors 

-0.37276 
<.0001 
162 

-0.40920 
<.0001 
162 

-0.37275 
<.0001 
118 

HdStot 

Total  number  of  positive  responses  on  ADS  'I 

-0.38170 
<.0001 
203 

-0.36476 
<.OO01 
203 

-0.19489 
0.0161 
152 
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Table  2.  Association  of  Sign  Name  Test  with  Road  Test  Failure. 


Sign  Name  Test 

Correct 

Incorrect 

Pearson 

Chi-square 
P-value 

N  (Percent  Fail) 

N  (Percent  Fail) 

1 

Stop 

189  (44) 

13  (92) 

0.0008 

2 

Merge 

91  (27) 

110 (65) 

<0.0001 

3 

No  left  turn 

159 (36) 

43  (88) 

<0.0001 

4 

Road  construction 

196  (46) 

6  (100) 

0.009 

5 

Do  not  enter 

45  (29) 

157  (53) 

0.0045 

6 

Traffic  signal  ahead 

122 (36) 

80  (65) 

<0.0001 

7 

Slippery  when  wet 

132  (39) 

70 (64) 

0.0005 

8 

Yield 

75(36) 

126  (55) 

0.010 

9 

Railroad  crossing 

193  (46) 

9(89) 

0.011 

10 

Pedestrian  crossing 

181  (43) 

21  (86) 

0.0002 

11 

Divided  highway 

77(31) 

125  (58) 

0.0003 

12 

Sharp  right  curve 

129 (49) 

73  (45) 

0.62 

Table  3.  Association  of  Written  Driving  Test  with  Road  Test  Failure. 


Written  Test 

Correct 

Incorrect 

Pearson 
Chi-square 
P-value 

N  (Percent  Fail) 

N  (Percent  Fail) 

1 

tailgate 

185 (44) 

11  (73) 

0.066 

2 

pedestrian 

164  (45) 

32  (53) 

0.371 

3 

emergency  vehicle 

182  (43) 

14  (79) 

0.011 

4 

speed  limit 

100  (41) 

96  (51) 

0.159 

5 

lane  change 

132  (35) 

64  (69) 

<0.0001 

6 

school  bus 

170  (39) 

26(92) 

<0.0001 

7 

solid  and  broken  yellow  lines 

87  (36) 

109  (54) 

0.010 

8 

flashing  yellow  light 

127  (36) 

69  (64) 

0.0002 

9 

two  or  more  lanes 

160  (41) 

35 (66) 

0.009 

10 

yield 

141  (38) 

54  (65) 

0.0009 

11 

left  lane 

139  (36) 

55  (69) 

<0.0001 

12 

pedestrian  outside  crosswalk 

178 (44) 

16  (56) 

0.361 

13 

turn  signals 

182 (44) 

12  (67) 

0.126 

Road  Test  Failure 

Stepwise  logistic  regression  for  Road  Test  Failure  on  sign  name  tests  and  their  total  resulted  in  a  model 
that  included  the  following  parameters. 


(Table  4) 


Analysis  of  Maximum  Likelihooo  EaiMftBill[^ 

Parameter 

DF 

Estimate 

Standard 

Error 

^  ...  ... 

Chi-Square 

Pr>ChlSq 

Intercept 

1 

3.8712 

0.7159 

29.2375 

<.0001 

signSnam 

1 

-1.4332 

0.5826 

6.0511 

0.0139 

-0.3509 

0.0950 

13.6323 

0.0002 

A  high  sign  name  total  corresponded  to  a  higher  probablili^  of  passing.  Getting  s^n  3  correct  related 
more  to  passing  than  other  sign  tests.  This  model  has  an  ROC  AUC  of  0.784. 

Stepwise  logistic  regression  for  Road  Test  Failure  on  written  driving  tests  and  their  total  resulted  in  a 
model  that  included  the  following  parameters, 

(Table  5) 


Analysis  of  Maximum  Lilcelihood  Estimates 


Parameter 

DF 

Estimate 

Standard 
Error 

Wald 
Chi-Square. 

ChiSq 

Intercept 

1 

5.1675 

1.1623 

19.7674 

<.0001 

wdt6 

1 

-1.8203 

0.7844 

5.3857 

0.0203 

TotWDT 

1 

-0.3305 

0.0979 

11.3894 

0.0007 

Here,  high  written  driving  test  total  corresponds  to  passing  and  test  6  relates  to  passing  more  than  other 
written  tests  in  the  set.  The  AUC  is  0.754. 
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Reliability 

A  subsample  of  40  records  were  randomly  selected  to  have  tests  evaluated  by  2  raters. 
Table  4.  Test-retest  Kappa  statistics  for  sign  tests. 


(Table  6) 


ASE 

clan  1  nam 

1  nnnnn 

±m\J\J\J\J\J 

1  finnn 

1  nnnn 

1^1  lain 

\J .\JO  ±^ 

1  nnnn 

dllJII^IlDlll 

1  nnnn 

1  nnnno 

n  nnnn 

1  nnnn 

1  nnnn 

oigi  \ji  lai  1 1 

w.  /  •♦•to  J 

lUI  ICII  II 

n  fii 74^ 

n  R77n 

u.o  /  £.yj 

cipnTnam 

^'o          lOl  1 1 

1  nnnn 

loi  lai  II 

0  86296 

0.0940 

1  nnnn 

9IQI  1^1  lai  II 

sionlOnam 

^■Kl  1  Aw  1  1  U  1  1  1 

1  00000 

0  0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

sienllnam 

1  A afcl  mill 

0.64423 

0.1321 

0.3854 

0.9031 

signl2narn 

0.67023 

0.1334 

0.4087 

0  9317 

signlfun 

1 00000 

0  0000 

1  0000 

sign2fun 

0.47293 

0.1355 

0.2073 

0.7386 

signSfun 

0.62777 

0.1437 

0.3461 

0.9094 

sisn4fun 

0  61053 

0.1694 

0.2785 

0.9425 

SignSfun 

0.87108 

0.0879 

0.6988 

LOOOO 

sjgn6fun 

0.37672 

0.1553 

0.0724 

0.6811 

sign7fun 

0.72040 

0.1516 

0.4233 

1.0000 

SignSfun 

0.72694 

0.1269 

0.4783 

0.9756 

sign9fun 

0.80108 

0.1355 

0.5355 

1.0000 

signlOfun 

0.22105 

0.1873 

-0.1460 

0.5881 

signllfun 

0.37465 

0.1272 

0.1253 

0.6240 

signl2fun 

0.52361 

0.1687 

0.1930 

0.8542 

^gnnametotal 

0.79946 

0.0555 

0.6907 

0.9082 
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signfunctotal 


0^3935 


0.0821 


— ' — r 
Lowei 


0.3785 


erCL 
0.7002 


For  sign  name  9  (Rail  Road  Crossing),  ail  37  of  the  non-missing  evaluations  were  the  same  value,  1.  Sign 
function  tests  had  low  reliability  as  seen  in  the  Kappa  and  the  lower  confidence  limit  (CL). 

We  are  encouraged  by  our  findings  that  show  modest/fair  prediction  with  the  traffic  sign  naming  test 
and  the  written  tests  in  regarding  to  predicting  road  test  performance.  Our  next  step  is  to  choose  those 
written  test  questions  that  show  differences  in  those  that  pass  and  those  that  fail  the  road  test  and  use 
both  tests  in  our  model  of  road  test  failure  prediction.  We  are  confident  that  we  will  be  able  to  improve 
our  AUC/ROC  to  .8  which  is  a  good  level  of  prediction  and  then  using  two  cut-points  (high  and  low)  be 
able  to  correctly  classify  a  significant  number  of  drivers.  This  twenty  item  test  could  easily  be 
administered  in  the  officer  examination  section  and  reduce  the  number  of  road  tests  that  would  be 
necessary  in  this  setting. 
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The  Curators  of  University  of  Missouri  -  St.  Louis  will  w>rk  with  the  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue  to  obtain  and  access 

Information  reported  on  the  Driver  Condition  Report,  Form  4319;  the  physician  input  on  Form  1528;  vision  information  on 
Form  999;  and  written  and  on-road  testing  from  the  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol,  Form  232.  All  of  the  forms  mentioned 
are  maintained  In  the  Driver  License  Bureau  (DLB).  Together,  these  data  will  provide  a  complete  story  of  what  happened 
with  each  driver  reported  as  unfit  with  a  special  emphasis  on  the  quality  and  impact  of  the  medical  data  utilized  for  the 
licensing  restriction  and  revocation  decisions.  Current  data  will  be  compared  with  data  from  the  2006-2007  AAAFTS-funded 
study  to  confirm  efficacy  of  the  revised  form  implemented  in  February  of  2009.  The  information  will  also  be  linked  to  the 
Missouri  Driver  Record  and  the  STARS  crash  database  to  evaluate  the  overall  effectiveness  of  Physician  Statement  Form 
1528  revised  and  implemented  in  February  2009. 

Tablet  computers  will  be  utilized  to  enter  data  in  a  Microsoft  Access  Database  similar  to  the  data  entry  during  the  2006-2007 
study.  This  will  allow  teams  from  the  UMSL  to  travel  to  Jefferson  City  to  gather  data  at  the  DOR  office.  The  team  will  work 
approximately  twenty,  eight  hour  work  days  at  the  DOR  offices  in  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 

The  project  will  involve  three  distinct  phases  during  the  funding  period. 

(1)  Lay  the  Groundwork  for  Data  Acquisition  (10/1/13  - 12/31/13).  During  this  phase,  the  team  firom  UMSL  will: 

-  Collect  and  organize  articles  and  other  sources  of  authoritative  data  on  medical  fitness  to  drive. 

-  Travel  to  Jefferson  City  to  meet  with  DLB  officials  to  discuss  data  collection  protocols,  update  the  prior  MOU  for  data 
collection,  revise  the  Microsoft  Access  system  developed  for  the  2006-2007  project,  and  plan  training  for  project  staff  to 
access  DLB  files  appropriately. 

-  Obtain  IRB  approval  firom  University  of  Missouri-SL  Louis  and  Saint  Louis  University. 

(2)  Data  Acquisition,  Organization  &  Preliminary  Analysis  (1/1//14  -  7/31/14).  During  this  phase,  the  team  from  UMSL  will: 

-  Organize  and  mount  approximately  20  trips  to  Jefferson  City  to  obtain  case  data  on  all  reported  drivers  during  the  study 
period  for  a  total  of  approximately  350  person  hours.  Drs.  Meuser  and  Berg-Weger  and  two  student  assistants  will  form  the 
core  of  the  data  collection  group.  Data  will  be  entered  to  Android  Tablets  with  data  fields  defined  for  this  effort.  A  total 
sample  of  approximately  1 ,500  cases  will  be  obtained.  Data  will  be  organized,  diedced,  cleaned  and  merged  continuously. 
In  addition,  periodic  analyses  will  be  conducted  to  ensure  data  integrity  and  develop  preliminary  findings  concerning  the 
guiding  questions. 

(3)  Final  Data  Analysis  &  Reporting  (8/1/14  -  9/31/14).  During  this  phase,  the  team  will  conduct  final  analyses  and  prepare  a 
detailed  report  for  MoDOT.  DLB.  and  for  submission  to  ati  academic  Journal,  The  team  will  also  travel  to  Jeffierson  City  to 
present  the  findings  and  their  implications  for  making  furttier  improvements  to  the  driver  reporting  and  evaluation  system  in 
Missouri. 


PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Adults  over  the  age  of  65  years  comprise  1 8  percent  of  the  population  In  Missouri  as  of  201 0  and  will  exceed  20  percent  by 
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2Q20  (OSEDA,  2008).  The  most  notable  gains  will  be  in  those  older  adults  living  past  age  85  years  of  age.  Approximately  16 
percent  of  llosnsed  drivers  In  Missouri  are  currently  age  65  or  older,  henoe  this  proportion  will  irrcr^se  with  the  aging 
population. 

The  presence  of  drivers  who  are  unable  to  drive  safely  due  to  medical  impalnnents  can  impad:  fiie  public  safety  of  our  state. 
With  fourteen  percent  of  drivers  already  age  65  and  older  and  the  Baby  Boom  generation  aging  over  the  next  two  to  three 
decades,  an  increasing  number  of  older  drivers  will  experience  changes  in  health  and  functional  status  that  impact  their 
fitness  to  safely  drive  an  automobile  (NHTS,  2001).  For  example,  approximately  20  percent  of  older  drivers  who  report  for 
renewal  of  their  driver  licenses  may  be  experiencing  a  form  of  cognitive  impairment  (Stutts,  Stewart  &  Martell,  1 998).  For 
some,  accommodation  strategies  and  driver  training  programs  may  allow  continued  safe  driving.  For  (^hers,  however, 
retirement  from  driving  will  be  required  for  reasons  of  personal  and  public  safety.  As  a  result,  a  34  percent  increase  in  law 
enforcement  reports  of  older  drivers  is  expected  by  2030  (Lyman,  Ferguson,  Braver  &  Williams,  2002).  The  average  older 
adult  will  outlive  his  or  her  "driving  life  expectancy"  by  seven  to  ten  years  (Bauer,  Rottunda  &  Adler,  2003;  Foley,  2002) 

Licensing  decisions  for  medically  at-risk  drivers,  the  majority  of  whom  are  age  65  and  older,  depend  on  "expert"  Input  from 
primary  care  and  specialist  physicians.  All  drivers  reported  as  unfit  to  the  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue,  Driver  License 
Bureau  (DLB)  must  be  seen  by  a  physician  of  their  choice  and  submit  a  Physician  Statement  (Form  1528)  for  DLB  review. 
Few  physicians  are  trained  to  evaluate  driver  fitness,  however.  So,  the  quality  of  this  medical  input  varies.  Restriction  or 
revocation  of  the  driver  license  is  a  sensitive  area,  and  incomplete  or  contradictory  medical  input  can  complicate  the  work  of 
DLB  officials  and  even  cause  hami  to  some  drivers  (l.e.,  when  medical  infonnation  relative  to  the  driving  task  is  interpreted 
too  loosely  or  strictly). 

In  2006-2009'  Ors.  Tom  Meuser  and  Maria  Berg-Weger  evaluated  the  efficacy  of  Missouri's  voluntary  reporting  and 
evaluation  system  for  medically  at-risk  drivers  (Meuser  et  al,  2008).  This  effort,  funded  by  the  AAA  Foundation  for  Traffic 
Safety,  was  a  first-of-lts  kind  study  and  yet  to  be  replicated  In  any  other  US  State.  The  study  examined  1,881  cases  with  Fomi 
1528.  While  95  percent  of  these  forms  included  driver  safety  ratings  (safe  vs.  unsafe)  and  testing  recommendations  (written, 
on-road,  or  both),  in  many  instances  the  responding  physician  did  not  provide  sufficient  supporting  evidence  for  DLB  officials 
to  accept  the  given  conclusion.  For  example,  physicians  rated  620  of  1,881  drivers  in  the  sample  as  safe  to  continue  driving 
without  restriction.  DLB  officials  disagreed  on  397  of  these  and  required  on-road  testing  to  confirm  safety.  Better  physician 
input  from  the  start  could  have  prevented  unnecessary  testing  and  hassle  for  those  individuals. 

With  funding  support  from  the  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation  in  2008,  Meuser  and  colleagues  investigated  how  other 
Jurisdictions  appnsach  medial  evaluation  of  at'-risk  drivers.  Along  with  supporting  data  from  the  AAAFTS  pfojec^  this  effiort 
led  to  the  development  of  an  evidence-  and  best  practices-based  version  of  Form  1528.  This  new  Form1528,  adopted  by  the 
DLB  in  February  of  2009  was  designed  to:  (1)  educate  responding  physicians  about  key  aspects  of  driver  fitness  evaluation, 
and  (2)  guide  them  in  a  step-by-step  approach  to  gathering  and  interpreting  key  information  (e.g.,  past  driving  patterns, 
awareness  of  health  issues  and  their  impacts  on  function,  vision,  neurological,  musculo-skeletal,  psychiatric).  Data  from  the 
first  1^  ^ses  to  use  the  fomi  and  conversations  with  DLB  staff  indicated  improvements  with  respect  to  both  alms  (Meuser 
et  al,  2012). 

Since  2009,  approximately  1,500  drivers  reported  as  medically  unfit  have  been  evaluated  with  the  new  Form  1528.  There  is  a 
need  to  collect  all  the  relevant  medical  and  driver  licensing-related  data  (including  citations,  crash,  input  from  family,  police 
reports  in  DLB  files)  on  these  cases  to  document  the  true  safety  impacte  of  the  new  Fonm  1 528. 

Guiding  questions  to  be  answered  are: 

(a)  Are  Missouri  physicians  now  providing  the  kind  of  detailed,  reasoned  Input  on  driver  fitness  necessary  for  DLB  officials  to 
make  sound  judgments  concerning  driver  license  restrictions  and/or  revocations?  In  other  words,  is  Form  1528  working  as 
intended  or  are  further  revisions  needed? 

(b)  Are  appropriate  drivers  being  required  to  participate  in  extra  testing?  In  other  words,  do  DLB  decisions  on  licensing, 
testing  and/or  license  restriction  conrespond  with  the  medical  fitness  data  and  recommendations  from  physicians  on  the  new 
Form  1528? 

Answers  to  these  questions  will  have  immediate  implications  for  driver  licensing  policies  and  practices,  especially  for  older 
drivers  who  are  most  likely  to  suffer  from  medical  and/or  functional  conditions  which  can  impact  on  roadway  safety  for  all  of 
us. 
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GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

The  goal  of  this  project  is  to  document  and  txmfirm  that  the  Physician  Statement  Form  1^8,  implemented  through  the  DLB 
in  2009,  achieved  the  purpose  of  educating  physicians  concerning  dnver  fitness  and  improving  the  through-put  of  detailed, 
reasoned  medical  Infonnnation  and  opinions  on  safety. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterty,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract' 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  infomiation) 

•  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

■  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

The  primary  objective  of  this  project  was  to  determine  if  the  new  Physician  Statement  (Form  1528)  enhances  licensing  review 
(and  by  extension  roadway  safety)  in  how  physicians  use  it  and  in  how  It  is  analyzed  by  staff  with  the  Missouri  Department  of 
Revenue,  Driver  License  Bureau.  The  project  involved  20  trips  to  Jefferson  City  to  access  records  involving  the  new  Form 
1528  (n  =  994)  and  an  additional  300  cases  involving  the  old  Form  1528. 

The  team  with  University  of  Missouri  -  St.  Louis  found  that  the  new  Form  1528  largely  performed  as  anticipated.  The  form  is 
completed  more  thoroughly  than  the  prior  version  and  licensing  recommendations  are  more  logical  (evidence-based).  Only 
minor  recommendations  were  made  for  a  revision  of  the  form  based  on  the  findings.  The  findings  were  reported  on  October 
3,  2014  and  are  attached.  The  form  works  and  should  continue  in  regular  use. 
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The  team  also  found  indicators  of  change  in  how  DOR  staff  process  cited  drivers.  Some  of  what  was  presented  on  October 
3, 2014  came  as  a  surprise  to  Driver  License  Bureau  staff.  While  approximately  the  same  proportions  of  cited  older  drivers 

are  rated  as  "capable  of  safe  driving"  by  thieir  physicians  now  as  in  the  past,  there  is  a  difference  in  how  physician  ratings  are 
viewed.  Being  rated  as  capable  today  is  not  a  guarantee  of  continued  licensure;  many  drivers  rated  as  capable  in  the  recent 
data  were  sent  on  for  on-road  testing  even  though  physicians  did  not  recommend  this. 

This  tendency  to  require  testing  may  be  prudent,  but  it  also  utilizes  more  resources  than  in  the  past  and  can  place  a  greater 
burden  on  some  drivers.  Whether  rated  as  capable  or  of  questionable  capability,  the  larger  portion  of  drivers  that  were  tested 
behind  the  wheel  did  eventually  pass  and  retain  a  valid  license.  This  is  different  from  the  prior  dataset  where  most  failed  and 
faced  license  revocation.  If  ts  believed  that  the  dif^nce  today  is  that  there  is  greater  sensifivity  among  Highway  Patrol  driver 
examiners  with  respect  to  the  needs  of  older  drivers  and  possibly  more  encouragement  for  drivers  who  fail  their  first  test  to 
return  and  try  again.  The  team  saw  this  in  the  data:  forty  drivers  passed  on  their  third  and  final  attempt.  There  were  only  a  few 
such  cases  in  the  data  firom  the  early  2000's. 

Recommendations  Concerning  Fomi  1528  Revisions 
Submitted  by:  Tom  IVIeuser,  PhD 
University  of  Missouri  -  St.  Louis 
meusert@umsl.edu;  314-516-5421 

Dr.  Meuser  and  his  team  (Dr.  Berg^Weger,  Dr.  Can-,  &  others)  presented  findings  on  their  latest  data  collection  on  Form  1528 

to  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue,  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation  and  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol  staff  on 
October  3,  2014.  The  slide  set  for  this  presentation  (copy  attached)  detailed  how  the  form  was  completed  and  suggested  a 
few  changes/modifications  for  discussion. 

The  following  edits  to  Fomn  1528  are  suggested  based  on  prior  discussions  and  subsequent  analyses. 

0  The  team  recommended  that  the  current  two  page  layout  and  content  structure  of  the  form  be  retained.  Cited  drivers  and 
physicians  complete  their  respective  sections  with  reasonable  consistency  and  thoroughness  now  (in  comparison  with  the 
data  obtained  prior  version  of  Form  1528). 

o  Extending  the  form  to  three  pages  (as  proposed  in  the  recent  form  revisions  process  at  DOR)  and  rewortdng  the  location  of 
some  sections  will  not  enhance  the  form,  and  actually  could  detract  from  current  completion  patterns. 

0  While  some  sections  of  the  fomn  are  not  completed  as  often  as  others  (e.g.,  vision,  AHA  rating),  the  consensus  on  October 
3,  2014  was  that  this  is  acceptable.  The  goal  is  to  prime  the  responding  physician  to  consider  as  much  data  as  possible,  and 
even  sections  that  are  considered  less  still  support  this  goal  in  many  cases.  All  current  content  elements  should  be  retained. 

o  Only  minor  wording  and  formatting  changes  are  suggested: 

o  Page  1 ,  Bottom  Right  -  Move  AHA  levels  (I  II  III  IV)  up  and  to  the  right  next  to  the  "circle  level"  instructions.  Use  extra 
space  to  add  VISION  heading  with  this  instruction  "For  completion  by  evaluating  physician  or  vision  specialist." 

o  Page  2,  Top  Section  -  Change  the  current  Other  check  box  to  the  following:  "Other  (list):  ." 

0  Page  2,  Top  Section  -  Delete  "Anti-Infective"  and  replace  with  "Antihypertensive."  This  suggestion  came  from  a  geriatrician 
who  visited  Dr.  Meuser's  poster  presentation  at  the  GSA  Annual  Meeting  and  makes  good  sense.  Antihypertensives  are 
common  and  known  to  impact  on  driving  (see 

http://www.nhtsa.gov/People/inJury/otddrive/OlderDriversBook/pages/Ch9-Section5.html). 

0  Page  2,  Bottom  Right  -  Under  Unclear  if  Capable,  add  new  check  box  "Evaluation  by  OT/Driving  Specialist."  Work  on 
spacing  so  as  to  retain  the  current  "Evaluation  by  Specialist  '  also. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$91,310.56  $82,222.08 

HS  CONTACT: 
Jackie  Rogers 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jeffei^on  City.  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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MISSOURI  DEPARTMENT  OF  REVENUE 
DRIVER  LICENSE  BUREAU,  P.O.  BOX  200 
301  WEST  HIGH  STREET.  ROOM  470 
JEFFERSON  CITY,  MO  65105-0200 
PHYSICIAN'S  STATEMENT 


TELEPHONE:  (573)  751-2730 

FAX:  (573)522-8174 

WEB  SITE:  www.dor.mo.gov 


DRIVER  OR 
PATIENT 
SECTION 


FORM 

1528 

(REV.  10-2012) 


PATIENT  NAME  (LAST,  FIRST,  MIDDLE) 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  NUMBER 

DATE  OF  BIRTH  (MM/DDAOlTY) 
/  / 

PATIENTS  MAILING  ADDRESS 

CITY 

STATE 

ZIP  CODE 

I  hereby  authorize  and  accept  that: 

•  My  physician  will  conduct  a  medical  examination  to  determine  my  fitness  to  operate  a  motor  vehicle  safely  and  responsibly. 

•  My  physician  will  respond  to  any  additional  questions  from  the  Driver  License  Bureau  (DLB)  and,  if  necessary,  he  or  she 

may  submit  copies  of  my  medical  nacords  to  the  DLB. 

•  The  DLB  will  make  a  final  decision  concerning  my  eligibility  for  driver  licensure  based  on  all  available  information. 


Signature  of  Driver  or  Patient, 


Date(MM/DD/YYYY). 


DRIVER  AND  PATIENT  (respond  to  M  questions  below  Jjsfsce  seeing  your  physician) 

1 .  How  many  driving  trips  do  you  make  In  a  typical  week?   

2.  Do  any  of  your  regular  trips  involve  driving  at  night?  D  Yes    U2  No 

3.  What  is  the  one-way  distance  of  your  furthest  regular  trip?   miles 

4.  Do  any  of  your  regular  trips  involve  speeds  >  55  MPH?  D  Yes    D  No 

5.  Were  you  pulled  over  1^  a  police  officer  in  the  past  year?  D  Yes   □  No 

6.  Were  you  involved  in  a  crash  as  a  driver  In  the  past  year?  □  Yes   D  No 


7.  In  addition  to  driving,  what  other 

modes  of  transportation  do  you  use 
regularly?  (check  all  that  apply) 

□  Ride  with  Family  Member  or  Friend 
n  Walk  or  Ride  a  Bicycle 

n  Public  Bus,  Van  or  Train 

□  Private  Bus,  Van  or  Taxi 

□  Other  ^  


PHYSICIAN 
SECTION 


Pursuant  to  Section  302.291  RSMo,  completing  this  report  does  not  violate  physician  or  patient  priN^tege, 

and  when  in  good  faith,  the  physician  shall  be  Immune  from  any  civil  liability  that  might  otherwise  result 
from  making  this  report.  INSTRUCTIONS:  Use  your  best  clinical  judgement  as  you  REVIEW  AND 
COMPLETE  ALL  SECTIONS.  Attach  additional  sheets  as  necessary.  Base  severity  ratings  within  each  category  on  your  overall 
assessment  of  impaimnent  relative  to  the  driving  task. 


EXAMINATION  DATE  (MM/DD/YYYY):  

□  Supplemental  page(s)  attached. 

Are  you  a  regular  or  primary  care  provider  for  this  patient?  D  Yes  D  No 
If  yes,  how  many  times  have  you  seen  this  patient  in  the  past  year?   


If  no,  are  you  evaluating  this  patient  for  the  first  time  today?  □  Yes  D  No 
If  no,  have  you  reviewed  the  patients  medical  records?  D  Yes     □  No 

To  your  knowledge,  is  this  patient: 

Aware  of  his  or  her  medical  diagnosis  &  status? 

□  Yes   □  Somewhat   □  No 

Aware  of  functional  impaimients  that  may  impact  driving? 

□  Yes    □  Somewhat    □  No 

Compliant  with  medications  &  basic  requirements  of  self-care? 

□  Yes   □  Somewhat  □  No 


VISIOM  &  HEARING 

D  Macular  Degeneration        D  Glaucoma     D  Cataracts 

□  Field  Deficit  on  Confronatton   D  Retinopathy  D  Other  Vision  

□  Significant  Hearing  Loss  (for  eotntneFeial  drivers  only) 

Should  patient  be  required  to  wear  glasses  or  lenses  while  driving?  D  Yes  D  No 

Should  patient  be  restricted  to  daylight  driving?    IZI  Yes  D  No 

Does  patient  have  visual  field  deficit  which  makes  driving  unsafe?    D  Yes  D  No 


Does  this  patient  have: 

Cardiovascular  Disease  D  Yes 

Cardiac  Arrhythmia  D  Yes 

Heart  Failure  □  Yes 

History  of  Ml  DYes 

History  of  Syncope  □  Yes 
AHA  Functional  Capacity 
(circle  level  if  applicable) 


□  No 

□  No 

□  No 

□  No 

□  No 


IV 


Distance  Acuity 


With  Correction 


W/O  Correction 


Field  Width  ° 


LEFT 


20/ 


20/ 


Date  {MM/DDATYY) 
/  / 


RIGHT 


20/ 


20/ 


BOTH 


20/ 


20/ 


Phone 
(  


Licensed  Physician  Name  (printed) 


Slgn£(ture  (required) 


License  # 


D0R-t528  (10-2012) 
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CURRENT  MEDICATIONS  (check  all  that  apply) 


Sedative 
D  Narcotic 
Anticonvuisant 

□  Other 


□  CNS  Stimulant 
Q  Tranquilizer 
O  Anticoagulant 


CH  Antidepressant 
Antihistamine 
Anti-lnfsctive 


Insulin 
□  Digitalis 
Sleep  Aid 


To  your  Icnowledge,  is  this  patient:  subject  to  any 
consistent  side  effects  or  interactions  that  may 
i:  impair  driving  ability? 

-'□Yes   □  Possibly   □  Not  Likely  ONo 


COGNITIVE,CEREBROVASCULAR  OR  NEUROLOGICAL 


Mental  Status  

(list  test  and  score) 

Confusion  or  Disorientation  □  Memory  Loss  or 
Forgethdness 

Inattention  or  DistracHtjItify  □  Impaired  Judgement 

G  Visual-Spatial  Deficit        □  Slowed  Processing  Speed 

Combined  Impairment  for  Driving 

Check  (X)  Highest  Level  for  Section 


Condition  is:  □  Permanent  □  TefniMsrary 
Cognitive  Impairment     □  Cerebrovascular  Dtoease      □  Neurological  CendlHon 

□  Alzheimer's  Disease  Cerebral  Infraction  or  Stroke  Brain  Injury  (open  or  closed) 

□  Vascular  Dementia  Hemorrhage  or  Aneurysm  Tumor  or  Malformation 

□  Prontolemporal  or  PW9    □  Transient  ischemic  Attask       □  Parkinson's  Disease 

□  Dementia  (other  or  unknown)  □  CaiDtkl  Occuiskm  or  iHypo2Xia  □  Multiple  SdenoiBis 


MILD 

MODERATE  : 

SEVERE 

WtKBKKtmSKBMMKKBmKm^  to  Drive 

Questionable  Fitness " 

LikelvlMil  to  Drive  ' 

IMvMgaDHw 

CONSCIOUSNESS,METABOLIC  OR  RESPIRATORY 


*DATE  of  last  event  with  impaired  consciousness  (IVIM/DD/YYYY): 

d  Disorder  of  Consciousness  or  Alertness* 

Blackout  or  Syncope'         D  Sleep  Apnea  or  Narcolepsy 
□  Medication  Effect  Chronic  Sleep  Deprivation 

Epilepsy  or  Seizure  Disorder  □  Dizziness  or  Postural  Hypotension 

Combined  Impairment  for  Driving  ^^^^^  UNIMPAIRED 

Check  (X)  Highest  Level  for  Section  W-  Likely  Fit  to  Drive  y 


Condition  is:  □  Permanent  □  Temporary 


D  Metabolic  Condition  D  Respiratory  Condition 

□  Diabetes  (Type  1  or  2)  Asthma  or  Shortness  of  Breatti 

□  Thyroid  Condition  (Hypo  or  Hyper)    □  CORD 

□  Morbid  Obesity  or  Fluid  Retention    □  Oxygen  Dependent 


MILD  ' 

■elvFrn  Drive 


MILD 

Questionable  Fitness 


MODERATE 

Lilielv  Unlit  to  Drive 


SEVERE 

Lil<elv  Unlit  to  Drive 


MUSCULOSKELETAL, MOVEMENT  OR  NEUROIVIUSCULAR 


Condition  is:  □  Permanent  □  Temporary 


CHECK  ALL  THAT  APPLY 

□  Arthritis  (Osteo  or  Rheumatoid)         □  Frailty  or  Generated  Weakness 

□  Uses  Cane  or  Walker 
Wheelchair  Dependent 
Difficulty  Transferring 

□  Problems  with  Balance 


Paralysis  -  Arm 
CH  Paralysis  -  Leg 

Prosthesis  or  Brace  -  Arm 
□  Prosthesis  or  Brace  -  Leg 


□  Motor  Neuron  Disease 

□  Multiple  Sclerosis 

□  Restricted  or  Weakness  -  Arm 
Restricted  or  Weakness  -  Leg 
Restricted  Neck  Range  of  Motion 

□  Orthopedic  or  Movement 


□  Muscular  Dystrophy 

□  Parkinson's  Disease 
Loss  of  Limb 

□  History  of  Falls 

□  Other  


Combined  Impairment  for  Driving 

Check  (X)  Highest  Level  for  Section 


UNIMPAIRED 

VERY  MILD 

MILD 

MODERATE 

SEVERE 

UkelvmuxBriva,..,^. 

Uttelv  Fit  to  Drive 

Questionable  Fitness  ' 

Ukelv  Unlit  to  Drive 

Lil(eiv  Unlit  to  Drive 

PSYCHIATRIC.EMOTIONAL  OR  ADDICTION 


Condition  is:  □  Permanent  □  Temporary 

□  Depression      CH  Bipolar  Mood  Disorder      CH  Psychosis  or  Schizophrenia      LI  Alcohol  Abuse  or  Addiction  Drug  Abuse  or  Addiction 

□  Suicidal  or  Homicidal      □  Anxiety  or  Post-Traumatic  Stress      □  Chronic  Pain  (causing  distress) 


Other 


Combined  Impairment  for  Driving 
Check  (X)  Highest  Level  for  Section 


,ti-  UNIMPAIRED 

Ukelv  Fit  to  Drive  ,J 

VERY  MILD 

MILD 

MODERATE 

SEVERE 

LMvPSIoDnve 

Questionable  Fitness 

Liketv  Unlit  to  Drive 

Likely  Unlit  to  Drive 

Based  on  my  observations  of  this  patient  and  information  relayed  to  me  by  this  individual,  I,  reasonably  and  in  good  faith,  believe 
that  PATIENT  NAME  js: 


MUST  CHOOSE  ONE 


Recommended  license  restriction(s): 

□  Daylight  Driving  Only 
No  Highway  Driving 
Outside  Rean/iew  IVIirror 

□  Special  Hand  Device 

□  25  Mile  Radius  Only 

□  Restricted  25  MPH 

□  Restricted  45  MPH 
[H  Specialty  Cushion 
P  Special  Foot  Device 

□  Other ;  


O  LIKELY  CAPABLE  of  operating  a  motor  vehicle  safely  and  responsibly.  There  are  no  medical  contraindications 

at  this  time.  No  further  evaluation  appears  to  be  needed. 

UNCLEAR  IF  CAPABLE  of  operating  a  motor  vehicle  safely  and  responsibly  due  to  current  medical-functional 
status.  I  recommend  additional  evaluations  to  Include: 

Driving  Skills  Examination     □  Evaluation  by  Vision  Specialist 
□  Written  Examiination  l_l  Evaluation  by  Specialist  

□  NOT  CAPABLE  of  operating  a  motor  vehicle  safely  and  responsibly  due  to  significant  medical-functional 
compromise  or  defidL 


SPECIALT»' 


UCENSE  NUMBER 


PHONE 

(  )- 


OFFICE  MAILING  ADDRESS  (INCLUDING  ZIP  CODE) 


PHYSICIAN  NAME  (PRINTED) 


SI(3NATURE  (REQUIRED) 


DATE  (MM/DD/YYYY) 
/  / 


DOR-1528  (10-2012) 
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POSTER  ELEMENTS  -  Final  for  Presentation  at  GSA  (1 1/8/14) 


Predictors  of  Physician  Safety  Ratings 
of  Medically  Impaired  Older  Drivers 

1  2  3 

Thomas  M.  Meuser  ,  Maria  Berg-Weger ,  David  B.  Carr , 
Shaoxuan  Julia  Shi\  S.  Daniel  Stewart^ 

1  2 

University  of  Missouri  -  St.  Louis;  Saint  Louis  University; 
^Washington  University  in  St.  Louis 

RESEARCH  QUESTIONS 

A.  What  patient-related  information  and  clinical  judgments  predict  physicians'  ratings 
of  older  driver  safety  for  a  state  licensing  authority? 

B.  How  do  these  ratings  correspond  to  objective  findings  from  on-road  testing  ordered 
afterwards  by  the  state  licensing  authority? 


BACKGROUND 

Various  medical,  functional,  sensory  and  other  deficits  associated  with  advancing  age  can 
impact  on  a  given  person's  ability  to  operate  a  motor  vehicle  safely  and  responsibility. 

Driver  licensing  authorities  rely  on  licensed  physicians  -  primary  care  and  specialist  -  to 
evaluate  medical  fitness  to  drive  of  at-risk  drivers  and  render  "expert"  opinions  on  driver 
safety.  These  opinions  are  considered,  along  with  other  data,  in  a  final  decision  on  license 
revocation,  suspension,  or  restriction  for  a  given  individual. 

Despite  years  of  research  and  educational  programming  on  medical  fitness  to  drive, 
relatively  little  is  known  about  what  practicing  physicians  actually  consider  and  emphasize 
in  their  clinical  evaluation  of  medically  at-risk  older  drivers.  This  study  sheds  important 
light  on  how  physicians  judge  the  safety  of  at-risk  older  drivers  in  the  context  of  license 
review. 
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THE  MISSOURI  CONNECTION 


Like  most  US  States,  Missouri  employs  a  voluntary  reporting  law  which  allows  certain 
stakeholders  (law  enforcement,  health  and  social  service  professionals,  family  members, 
and  others)  to  report  a  driver  suspected  to  be  unfit  due  to  medical  and/or  functional 
compromise.  Reports  must  be  signed  and  the  identity  of  the  reporter  is  kept  strictly 
confidential.  Police  officers,  driver  license  officials,  physicians,  and  family  members  (in  this 
order)  are  the  most  common  reporters  in  Missouri. 

The  Driver  License  Bureau  (DLB),  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue,  sends  an  official  letter 
to  the  reported  driver  with  a  blank  copy  of  a  Physician  Statement  form  (Form  1 528)and 

directions  to  be  evaluated  by  a  licensed  physician  in  the  next  30  days..  Most  reported 
drivers  choose  to  see  their  current  personal  physician  for  this  evaluation  (88%  in  present 
sample). 

The  driver  completes  the  section  on  driving  history,  signs  in  agreement  to  be  evaluated,  and 
the  physician  does  the  rest.  Depending  on  the  final  safety  rating,  DLB  staff  may  send  the 
driver  for  testing  (i.e.,  written  followed  by  on-road  driving  skills  testing)  through  the  Driver 
Examination  Division,  Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol. 

The  authors  (TMM,  MBW,  DC  &  colleagues)formulated,  pilot  tested,  and  directed  the 
implementation  of  the  current  Form  1528  in  2009.  This  revised  Form  1528  incorporated 
best  practices  from  a  detailed  review  of  other  similar  forms  used  across  the  US  and  Canada. 
Findings  from  a  prior  study  of  Missouri's  voluntary  reporting  law  also  informed  the  process. 

Form  1528  is  structured  to  guide  the  evaluating  physician  through  relevant  aspects  of 
medical  review  for  driver  safety  determination.  Three  components  emphasize  a  deeper 
knowing  of  the  patient  with  respect  to  driving: 

1.  DRIVING  HISTORY  and  use  of  alternative  transportation. 

2.  PATIENT  AWARENESS/COMPLIANCE.  Three  questions  asking  the  physician  to  judge 
patient  awareness  (of  disease  severity,  of  impact  on  driving)  and  compliance  with 
care. 

3.  CONDITION-RELATED  DRIVING  SEVERITY  RATINGS.  A  series  of  four  driving  safety 
judgments  specific  to  neuro-cognitive  status,  consciousness,  movement,  and 
psychiatric  concerns. 


SOURCE  OF  THE  DATA 

The  data  for  this  study  were  derived  from  records  maintained  by  the  Missouri  DLB.  The  DLB 
provided  a  dummy  coded,  quasi-random  listing  of  drivers,  age  60+,  reported  as  unfit  to 
drive  between  1/1/2009  and  1/10/2014.  A  "Data  Entry  Team"  which  traveled  from  St.  Louis 
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to  Jefferson  City,  Missouri,  on  a  weekly  basis  from  1/14-6/14  to  input  data  to  tablet 
computers. 


Most  cases  in  the  current  sample  were  from  years  2009-2012;  less  than  ten  were  from  years 
2013-2014  due  to  a  change  in  DLB  policies  in  2012  about  retaining  scanned  copies  of  driver 
records.  Case  frequencies  by  year  were:  2009  (19%),  2010  (29%),  201 1  (32%),  2012  (19%). 
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SAMPLE  CHARACTERISTICS  &  PHYSICIAN  RATINGS  (N  =  808) 

A  total  of  808  cases  were  analyzed  for  this  presentation.  An  additional  188  cases  were 
collected,  but  missing  values  prevented  their  use  in  this  investigation. 

Demographics: 

■  Age  -  80  Years  Mean  (Range  60-97,  SD  8.3) 

■  Gender  -  53%  Male,  47%  Female 

■  Race  -  Not  collected  by  the  Missouri  DLB 

Driving  History: 

■  Trips  as  Driver  per  Week  6  Trips  Mean  (Range  0-82;  SD  5.6) 

■  Furthest  Regular  Trip  20  Miles  Mean  (Range  0-300;  SD  31.6) 

■  Drives  at  Night?  30%  Yes 

■  Drives  at  55  MPH?  41%  Yes 

■  Stopped  by  Police  in  Past  Year?  22%  Yes 
"  Involved  in  Crash  as  Driver  in  Past  Year?       24%  Yes 

Patient  Awareness  &  Compliance: 
Is  your  patient: 

■  Aware  of  his/her  medical  diagnosis  &  status? 

o  82%  Yes,  1 7%  Somewhat,  2%  No 

■  Aware  of  functional  impairments  that  may  impact  on  driving? 

o  59%  Yes,  21  %  Somewhat,  20%  No 

■  Compliant  with  medications  and  basic  requirements  of  self-care? 

o   80%  Yes,  1 4%  Somewhat,  6%  No 
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Diagnosed  Condition  in  a  Medical  Category: 
-  Vision  28% 

■  Cognitive/Dementia/Neurological      46%  (12%  Alzheimer's  disease) 

■  Consciousness  37% 

■  Musculoskeletal/Movement  48%  (35%  Arthritis) 

■  Psychiatric  24% 


Sum  of  Med  Categories  (Vision  &  Page  2) 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative 
Percent 

Valid  .00 

86 

10.6 

10.6 

10.6 

1.00 

260 

32.2 

32.2 

42.8 

2.00 

211 

26.1 

26.1 

68.9 

3.00 

163 

20.2 

20.2 

89.1 

4.00 

76 

9.4 

9.4 

98.5 

S.OO 

12 

1.5 

1.5 

100.0 

Total 

SOB 

100.0 

100.0 

Condition-Specific  Driver  Safety  Ratings: 

■  Cognitive-Neurological-Dementia  21%  (Moderate-Severe  Driving  Impairment) 

■  Consciousness  6%  " 

■  Musculoskeletal/Movement  10%  " 

■  Psychiatric  6% 

Final  Safety  Ratings  /br  Driver  Licensing  Authority: 

■  Safe  to  Drive  48% 

■  Questionable  36% 

■  Unsafe  to  Drive  16% 
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DEPENDENT  VARIABLE 

Physician  Driver  Safety  Rating  - 

SAFE  (0),  UNSAFE/Questionable  (1) 

PREDICTOR  VARIABLES 


Demographic: 

Age  at  Evaluation 

Gender  -  Female  (0),  Male  (1) 


Driving  Status: 

Trips  as  Driver  per  Week 
Pulled  Over  /  Crashed 


None  (0),  One  or  Both  (1) 


iinical  Judgment: 


Most  Impaired  Awareness/Compliance  Rating 
(0  Fully,  1  Somewhat,  2  Not) 

Most  Impaired  Condition  Severity  for  Driving  Ra?f 

(0  Normal.  1  Verv  Mild.  2  Mild.  3  Moderate.  4  Severe) 


RESEARCH  QUESTION  A 

LOGISTIC  REGRESSION  FINDINGS  (n  =  808) 


Table  1  (Dan  -  Retype  and  combine  all  below  Into  a  single  table  or  grouping  of  related 
tables  to  look  good.  Thanks.) 


Model  Summary 


Step 

-2  Log 
likelihood 

Cox&Snell  R 
Square 

Nagelkerke  R 
Square 

1 

559.139' 

.500 

.667 

a.  Estimation  terminated  at  iteration  number  8  because 
parameter  estimates  changed  by  less  than  .001 . 


Hosmer  and  Lemeshow  Test 


Step 

Chi-square 

df 

Sig. 

1 

15.994 

B 

.042 

Variables  in  the  Equation 


95%  C.l.for  EXP(B) 

B 

S.E. 

Wald 

df 

Sig. 

Exp(B) 

Lower 

Upper 

Stepi'  AGE 

.036 

.013 

7.751 

1 

.005 

1.037 

1.011 

1.083 

GENDER 

.196 

.215 

.828 

1 

.363 

1.216 

.798 

1.853 

DRIVING  TRIPS 

.006 

.020 

.081 

1 

.776 

1.006 

.967 

1.046 

STOPPED / CRASHED 

-.396 

.221 

3.219 

1 

.073 

.673 

.437 

1.037 

IMPAIRED  AWARENESS 
&  COMPLIANCE 

3.393 

1.171 

8.395 

1 

.004 

29.753 

2.997 

295.333 

IMPAIRED  CONDITION 
DRIVING  SAFETV 
RATING 

2.021 

.ISO 

182.345 

1 

.000 

7.549 

5,629 

10.123 

Constant 

-5.400 

1.097 

24.213 

1 

.000 

.005 

a.\^rlable(s)  entered  on  step  1 . 
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RESEARCH  QUESTION  B 
Table  2 


PiVBician  Safely  Rating  by  MgiiMnv  Patrol  Teiting  Outcome 

Count 


e_finaloutcome 

Failed 

□id  Not 

Passed 

Written/No 

Report  for 

Driving 

Failed  Driving 

Driving  Test 

Testing 

Total 

DocSafety 

Likely  Capable  of  Safe 

Driving 

136 

39 

14 

39 

227 

Unclear  if  Capable  of 
SstlB  DrMng 

88 

33 

23 

63 

207 

Not  Capable  due  to 
Compromise/Deficit 

2 

2 

2 

2 

8 

Total 

225 

74 

39 

104 

442 

(Dan— these  are  the  relevant  percentages  by  rows.  Please  keep  the  numbers  and  add  in 
parentheses  after  each.  Combine  the  middle  two  columns  into  one  called  Failed  Testing) 

135(60%)...  23%  17% 

43%  27%  30% 

25%  50%  25% 


Table  3        Final  License  Outcomes  x  Physician  Driver  Safety  Rating 


Count 


Llc_5tatus_2levels 

License 

Revoked  or 

Suspended 

y/aWi  Ucense 

Total 

DocSafetir 

Likely  Capable  of  Safe 

Driving 

107 

203 

310 

Unclear  if  Capable  of 
Safe  Driving 

150 

93 

243 

Not  Capable  due  to 
Compronfiise/Deficit 

113 

2 

115 

Total 

370 

298 

668 

EXPLANATION  OF  FINDINGS 

■   The  test  model  improves  over  the  null  by  34%  in  terms  of  classification. 


■  One  demographic  (Age)  and  two  clinical  judgment  variables  (Awareness  of  Disease  & 
Care  Compliance  Rating,  Condition-Related  Driving  Safety  Rating)  are  significant  in 
the  test  model  (see  Table  1). 

O  For  every  one  year  increase  in  driver  age,  ptiysicians  are  1.04  times  more  likely 
to  rate  the  driver  as  Unsafe  or  of  Questionable  Safety. 

o  For  every  single  level  increase  in  condition  severity  related  to  driving, 
physicians  are  7.5  times  more  likely  to  rate  the  driver  as  Unsafe  or  of 
Questionable  Safety. 

o  For  every  single  level  increase  in  concern  over  patient  awareness  of  disease  or 
care  compliance,  physicians  are  29.7  times  more  likely  to  rate  the  driver  as 
Unsafe  or  of  Questionable  Safety. 

■  One  demographic  (Gender)  and  two  driving  status  variables  (Trips  per  Week, 
Involved  in  Crash  &/or  Pulled  Over  in  Peist  Year)  are  non-significant  predictors  in  the 
test  model  (see  Table  1). 

■  Physician  safety  ratings  (Table  2)  were  compared  to  driving  test  outcomes  for  the 
subset  of  drivers  (n  =  338)  who  presented  for  required  testing.  104  others  were 
required  to  be  tested,  but  did  not  present  for  it  and  so  had  their  licenses  revoked 
immediately. 

o  Physician  judgments  were  confirmed  through  testing  outcomes  in  195/338 
(57.6%)  of  cases  for  which  testing  occurred. 

o  Physician  judgments  were  proved  incorrect  through  testing  in  143/338  (42.4%) 
of  cases  for  which  testing  occurred. 


■   Table  3  shows  the  final  licensing  outcome  for  cases  where  this  information  was 
available.  The  majority  of  those  found  safe  by  the  physician  retained  a  valid  license, 
whereas  the  majority  of  those  in  the  questionable  and  unsafe  categories  did  not. 


DISCUSSION 
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This  study  addresses  an  important  gap  in  the  literature  by  showing  the  specific  components 
of  a  medical  fitness  to  drive  evaluation  that  influence  physician  thinking  and  safety  ratings 
provided  to  a  state  driver  licensing  authority. 


We  tested  the  predictive  value  of  six  variables  derived  from  common  guidelines  -  two 
demographic,  two  driving  status,  two  clinical  -  with  respect  to  a  physician  finding  of  unsafe 
to  drive.  The  logistic  regression  model  is  instructive  for  both  significant  and  non-significant 
predictors  (see  Table  1). 

By  far,  physicians  in  this  sample  based  their  ratings  of  driver  safety  on  impressions  of  a 
patient's  disease  awareness,  awareness  of  deficit  with  respect  to  driving,  &/or  compliance 
with  medical  care.  We  tested  the  highest  (most  impaired)  rating  among  the  three.  The  Odds 
Ratio  of  29.7  for  an  Unsafe  rating  is  telling. 

The  physician's  "gestalt"  sense  of  the  patient's  awareness/compliance  is  app^|pHp^| 
specific  issue  of  driving,  suggesting,  perhaps,  that  "trust"  or  "conf idenc^Un. tl   "  *"" 

^o  managjejiealth  condition(s)  is  the  primary  decidino.-fal^^PThe  next  strongest 
predictor  was  the  severity  rating  for  driving  applied  to  one  of  four  condition  categories 
(Cognitive,  Consciousness,  Movement,  Psychiatric).  We  tested  the  highest  (most  impaired) 
rating  among  the  four.  The  Odds  Ratio  in  this  case  was  7.5;  a  tangible  influence,  but  not 
nearly  as  strong  as  the  awareness/compliance  factor. . 

Age  is  a  minor  significant  predictor  in  the  expected  direction. 

Just  as  meaningful  for  physician  education  and  outreach  are  the  three  variables  that  were 
non-significant  predictors  in  this  study: 

■  GENDER 

■  DRIVING  EXPOSURE  ADVERSE  DRIVING  EVENT 


ACCURACY  OF  PHYSICIAN  RATINGS 

The  "gold  standard"  for  determining  if  a  driver  is  safe  (or  not)  is  the  on-road  driving  skills 
test.  In  Missouri,  drivers  must  pass  a  written  knowledge  test  first,  and  then  take  the  driving 
skills  test. 

Most  drivers  deemed  unsafe  by  physicians  were  not  required  to  participate  in  testing;  only 
eight  in  this  sample  were  sent  for  testing.  Two  of  these  passed  and  retained  a  valid  license. 
It  is  likely  in  these  eight  cases  that  special  circumstances  influenced  the  decision  to  allow 
the  driver  to  test  despite  an  unsafe  rating. 
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Many  rated  as  safe  were  still  required  to  participate  in  testing.  The  majority  (60%)  of  these 
did  pass  testing  which  speaks  to  physician  accuracy  on  the  driving  safety  issue.  On  the  other 
hand,  a  substantial  minority  also  failed  or  did  not  show  for  testing. 

A  similar,  mixed  pattern  exists  for  those  rated  of  questionable  safety  or  unsafe.  A  substantial 
number  of  questionable  drivers  (43%)  passed  testing.  When  physicians  express  uncertainty 
to  the  driver  licensing  authority,  the  chances  that  a  given  driver  will  pass  on  testing  are  not 
much  more  than  a  flip  of  a  coin. 


IMPLICATIONS  FOR  PHYSICIAN  EDUCATION 

■  It  is  important  that  physicians  form  and  act  on  their  clinical  judgments  with  respect  to 
older  driver  safety  evaluation.  Our  findings  support  that  this  happens.  Physicians  rely 
most  on  their  sense  of  a  patient's  awareness  and  compliance  profile  and  less  so  on 
relevant  from  past  research  and  clinical  guidelines.  Our  data  suggest  that  additional, 
targeted  education  focused  on  evidence-based  findings  could  further  enhance  these 
ratings. 

■  Targeted  education  concerning  how  to  complete  Form  1528  fully  and  correctly  may 
be  valuable  to  further  increase  the  accuracy  of  physician  findings. 

■  Other  issues  to  consider  include  physician  specialization  (Do  physicians  with 
specialized  training  form  opinions  on  a  broader  set  of  variables?),  location  of  the 
responding  physician  (urban  vs.  rural  differences?),  and  the  specific  diagnostic 
combinations  of  reported  drivers  in  this  sample. 


IMPLICATIONS  FOR  DRIVER  LICENSING  AUTHORITIES 

■   Driver  licensing  authorities  rely  on  the  expertise  of  physicians  to  rate  driver  safety. 

Our  findings  support  the  idea  that  physicians  rely  on  what  they  know  the  bestln  this 
process.  Is  this  what  licensing  authorities  want?  Is  it  acceptable  to  the  driver  licensing 
authority  that  other,  more  specific,  factors  for  driving  were  less  impactful  on 
physician  opinion  in  this  study?Should  medical  fitness  to  drive  decisions  rest  more 
heavily  on  known  indicators  from  the  research  literature? 

o  If  yes,  then  how  physicians  are  utilized  needs  to  change.  Some  states,  such  as 
Maryland,  employ  physicians  with  specialty  training  in  driver  fitness  evaluation 
to  conduct  more  challenging  assessments.  Is  this  something  Missouri  and  other 
similar  states  might  consider? 

o  If  no,  then  it  seems  reasonable  for  Missouri  and  similar  states  to  acknowledge 
that  physician  input  to  the  licensing  process  is  helpful  but  not  determinant. 


This  seems  to  be  what's  happening  by  default,  as  some  drivers  rated  as  safe  by 
their  physicians  are  still  required  to  participate  in  testing.  If  there  was  full  trust 
in  this  expert  opinion,  then  all  safe  drivers  should  keep  their  licenses,  and  this 
is  not  the  case. 
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Introductions  &  Acknowledgements 

•  Let's  go  around  the  room  and  please  introduce  yourself. 
•  Where  do  you  work  and  what  is  your  role? 

Special  Thanks: 

<  tUttm  Mensiek  $i  Brad  Brester  for  their  unwavering  and 
ever  genenxs  supporti 

•  All  4w  DLB  staff  who  help  us  tog  onto  the  conq>Mter,  share 
their  potluck  food,  and  treat  us  6a  more  than  guests^ 

•  Data  Entry  &  Management  Team  -  Dan  Stewart,  Chris 
Linhorst,  Julia  Shi,  James  Stowe,  Pat  Niew/oehner 

•  Jackie  Rogers  and  Leanna  Depue  from  MoDOT  Highway 
Safety 
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A  Visit  to  DOR  with  Sheldon  Suroff 


•  As  many  of  you  know,  Shel  Suroff  led  the  effort  (with 
Carr  and  many  others)  to  develop  and  pass  Mssouri's 
current  Voluntary  Reporting  Process  (HB-1 536)  In 

1998. 

•  Shel  had  lost  his  son  to  a  wrong  way  driver  on  1-70,  and 
he  channeled  his  grief  into  productive  efforts  to  help 
others. 

•  I  accompanied  him  on  one  of  his  periodic  visits  with 
DOR  ofTiclals  In  Fall  2(X)5.  We  discussed  the  number  of 
drivers  reported  under  HB-1S36  and  how  the  process 
was  woridng. 

•  This  discussion  was  the  genesis  of  a  research  project 
to  evaluate  the  efficacy  of  HB-1 536  process  funded  by 
AAA  Foundation  fbr  Traffic  Safety  starting  in  Summer, 
2006. 


2006-2008  Study 


Funded  by  AAA  Foundation  for 
Trafnc;^^, 

Evatuafed  the  functlonal  efficacy  of 
Missouri's  voluntary  reporting  law 
(HB-1 536)  and  review  process  for 
at-risk  drivers  -  most  older. 
Data  from  over  1SK  document 
pages  stored  in  mlorofilrn  and  PDF 
fbmnats. 

Showed  that  the  DLB  does  a  good 
job  administering  the  process,  but 
improyements  arspoislble. 
Led  K>  a  new  prpject,  iUided  by 
MoOOT,  to  revise  Fonn  1 528  In 
2009. 


Old  Form  1528  -  Physician  Statement 

3r>H»HI'»'ll     '~  — — "M—iMkiMS"  'iiiUaSt  - 

(„Hn.,ir — —i.   i)iu<^ 
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Medical  Forms  Project 

FuidodbytioMssouriDspBrtnnentaritanopcrtolion 

•  Qualitative-Quantitative  Project 

•  Review  of  all-inclusive  medical 
forms  from  all  US  States  and 
Canadian  Provinces 

9  — —  m 

■  "Best  Practice" 
Recommendations 

•  Entianced  translation  of  medical 
data  from  providers  to  inform  the 
driver  licensing  process 

•  Revisions  to  FcHTD  1528 

Best  Practices  Sample  (n  =  52) 


Arkansas 

•  Illinois 

•  Nebraska 

■  Quebec 

Alabama 

•  Indiana 

•  NnfBnmswIek 

•  Saskatchewan 

Alberta 

•  Kansas 

■  NawMsdOo 

■  South  Dakota 

Arizona 

•  Kentucky 

•  NomSooto 

■  Tennessee 

British  Columbia 

•  Louisiana 

■  Nunavul 

■  Texas 

California 

•  Massachusetts 

•  Nmda 

■  Utah 

Colorado 

•  Manitoba 

•  NWTerritOfy 

■  Virginia 

Washington,  DC 

•  Maryland 

■  NewYofk 

■  Vermont 

Dalawam 

•  Michigan 

•  Ohk) 

■  WaatHngton 

Georgia 

•  Mtaouri 

■  Oklahoma 

■  Wisconsin 

Hawaii 

•  Mississippi 

■  Ontario 

•   West  Virginia 

iowa 

•  Montana 

■  Oregon 

■  Wyoming 

Idaho 

•  North  Dakota 

■  Prince  Edward 

•  Yukon 
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"New"  1528 


Research  Questions  (&short Answers) 


•  How  well  and  thoroughly  do  physicians  complete  the 
"new"  Form  1528  in  terms  of  diagnoses,  severity  ratings, 
and  safety  recommendations? 

•  Largely,  the  Form  does  what  we  intended. 

•  Has  the  new  Form  1528  enhanced  physician  Input  to 
driver  licensing  decisions  since  the  2009  Implementation? 
■  The  answer  is  less  clear  and  something  to  discuss  today. 

•  What,  if  any,  components  of  the  new  Form  1528  could  be 
Improved  for  the  future? 

•  Minor  changes  may  be  worth  considering. 


Methods 

•  We,  again,  returned  to  the  DLB  Offices  in  the  Truman 
Building  for  a  series  of  -20  data  entry  trips. 

•  We  were  provided  desks  and  computer  teMnals,  as  well 
as  accounts  to  access  data  from  the  MOR  and  document 
storage  program. 

■  We  entered  data  to  tablet  computers  using  the  database 
developed  for  the  prior  project. 

•  Our  primary  focus  was  en  the  new  Form  1528,  but  we 
also  captured  other  fOnns  in  order  to  tell  a  full  story  for 
each  case. 

•  We  captured  ~300  old  Form  1528  cases,  also.  We  have 
not  reviewed  these  as  yet 
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Data  Entry  Team  in  Action 


OUR  FINDINGS 


There  are  many  ways  to  review  the  data  we  collected  and  we 
have  numerous  analyses  yet  to  perform. 

This  presentation  emphaslas  what  we  learned  about  the  new 
Form  1528  and  includes SEsne  eornparisons  to  our  2001-200S 


We  will  be  presenting  some  very  Intsrestfng  findings  ftomttiis 
study  next  montli  at  the  Gerontolqalcal  Soaety  of  America 
Annual  Meeting  in  Washington,  DC. 


FORM  COMPLETION 

How  were  fields  on  Form  1528  completed  by  cited 
drivers  and  physicians? 


319 


12/9/2014 


Form  Completion 

Rates  (n  =  994) 

BIher  Vte  or  No  Chedvd 

Page  1  /  Top 

Page  1  /  Bottom 

•  Driver  Signature 

74% 

•  Regular  Physician 

95% 

•  Driving  Trips 

79% 

•  Patient  Aware  Dx 

94% 

•  MtBht  DMng 

79% 

•  Aware  Dx/Drlvlng 

90% 

•  Fur&iestTrtp 

78% 

•  Patient  Compliant 

91% 

•55MPH 

84% 

•  Cardio  Disease 

•  AHA  Function  Rating 

•  Wear  Glasses 

81% 
22% 
66% 

•  Pulled  Over 

84% 

■  Crashed 

84% 

•  Daylight  Restriction 

•  Field  Deficit 

•  Coir  Acuity  Both 
■  Reld  Width  Both 

62% 
62% 
41% 
27% 

Page  1  Completion  Notes 

•  Cited  drivers  take  the  autttortzaSon  signature  and  driving 

history  sections  quite  seriousiy. 

•  It  is  unlil<ely  that  we  can  improve  on  present  compliance  rates. 

•  Physicians  usually  complete  the  relationship  to  patient,  patient 
awarsn^steompllance,  and  core  vision  questions  (l.e.,  those 
retained  from  the  original  1528). 

•  These  sections  should  remain  the  same. 

•  Physicians  also  checkoff  heart-related  Infbmiatton,  but  often 
ignore  the  AHA  Rating. 

•  The  AHA  Rating  does  not  take  much  space  and  serves  a  similar 
function  to  the  condition  ratings  on  page  2.  Keep  it? 

•  Few  physkiians  oomplelethe  vision  porthxi  In  total 

•  Is  even  partial  data  on  tHs  section  usrfiiltaDlfislair? 

■  Is  there  value  In  maWaMng  the  specialist  signature  sedkin?  Tills 
could  conftise  primary  care  physidans  into  not  compleling  this  portkm. 


Foim  Completion  Rates  (n  =  994) 

Eilher  Yes  or  No  Checked 


Page  2 

MEDICATION 

•  1+Meds  Checked 

•  Meds  **  Driving 

COGNITIVE 

•  Perm/Temp 

•  1  +  Symptoms 

•  1+  Dementia 

•  1  +  Other  Neuro 

•  Safety  Rating 


46% 
76% 


32% 
35% 
23% 
29% 
77% 


Page  2  (cont) 


CONSCIOUSNESS 

•  Perm/Temp 

17% 

•  1+  Condition 

34% 

•  Safety  Rating 

61% 

MOVEMENT 

•  Penti/Temp 

23% 

•  1  +  Condition 

49% 

•  Safely  Rating 

68% 

PSYCHIATRIC 

•  Perm/Temp 

10% 

•  1+ Condition 

23% 

•  Safety  Ftating 

61% 
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Page  2  Completion  Notes 

•  Physicians  do  an  acceptable  job  of  checking  off 
medications,  but  the  percentage  could  be  higher  given 

the  mean  age  of  80  in  this  sample. 

•  Is  there  anything  we  can  do  to  increase  this?  An  added 
instnjction,  for  example? 

•  Physicians  are  checking  conditions  and  severity  ratings 
across  the  four  main  categories,  but  often  neglect  to 
check  if  a  condition  is  permanent  or  temporary. 

•  Is  tt  VMirth  having  the  penn/temp  distinctton  at  all? 

•  In  some  ways,  the  conditkm  spedfk:  severity  rating  may 
provkle  the  same  infomiation. 


Form  Completion  Rates  (n  =  994) 

Bottom  Page  2 

Bottom  Page  2 

•  Safety  Rating  95% 

Restrictions 

•  hto  Restridions  85% 

■  Of  the  340  responding 

physicians  who  chose  the 
Unclear  If  Capable  option,  31 
(9%)  made  no  recommendation 
for  additional  testing  or 
specialist  evaluation. 

•  Neurologists  were  the  most 
frequentty  rBGommended 
(7  Instances). 

•  One  7% 

•  Two  4% 

•  Three  2% 

•  Daylight  Drtvmg  (112),  Ito 
Highway  (77),  and  25  Mle 
Radius  (39)  were  given  most 
frequently. 

Page  2  Completion  Notes 

•  Physicians  checl<ed  off  a  safety  rating  (capable,  unclear, 
not  capable)  on  95%  of  forms  reviewed. 

•  When  Unclear  if  Capable  was  chosen,  a  secondary 
testing  or  specialist  evaluation  was  recommended  in  91% 
of  cases,  thus  giving  clear  guidance  to  DLB  officials  on 
what  to  do  next.  This  did  not  happen  in  9%  of  cases. 

•  Is  this  9%  non-response  rate  acceptable?  Should  instructions  be 
added  that  at  least  one  recommendation  must  be  checked?  How 
about  listing  specialist  types  to  guide  recommendations? 

•  Restrictions  counts  in  the  current  sample  are  more  than 
double  that  observed  in  the  2001-2005  sample. 

•  v^hat  impact  are  noted  restrictions  having  on  the  licensing  process 
today?  Are  restriction  recommendations  more  useful  to  the  process 
today  than  before? 
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DATA  OF  CITED  DRIVERS 
EVALUATED  BY  A  PHYSICIAN 

What  do  the  forms  tell  us? 


Age  Distribution  (n=994) 


53%  Male 


Similar  distribution 
to  what  we  saw  in 
2001-2005. 

awMMiAiaeiwIla 
89Hf  IhslFdoGtortind 

submitted.  Most  from 
2009-20*2 


Driving  History  Questions 


•#  of  Driving  Trips /Week 

•  Furthest  Regular  Trip 

•  Drive  at  night? 

•  Drive  at  55+  MPH? 

•  Pulled  over  past  year? 

•  Crash  as  <Mver  past  year? 


Meart6(SD6) 
IMean20mlles(SD31) 
29%  Yes 

41%  Yes 

21%  Yes  /I je  4  Gender 
24%  Yes  UKtnmu 


•  Males  were  more  lil^ely  to  report  night  driving  (p<.001 ). 

•  Males  were  also  more  likely  to  report  driving  at  highway  speeds  (p<.001 ). 

•  MiitMiwsiMinoralilpsparweek(7vs5)atidftMtheri<giilarMps(23vi17 
mll«,p<.001). 

•  Thoseraportln9belngpulledovarawyaiin9er,enavafage(79vsS1,p<05). 
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Ratings  of  Awareness  &  Compliance 

•  Regular  Physician? 

87%  Yes 

•  Aware  of  Diagnosis? 

81%  Yes 

•  Aware  of  Impact  on  Driving? 

59%  Yes 

•  Compliant  with  Self-Care? 

80%  Yes 

•  Older  cited  drivers  more  likely  to  see  their  primary  physician  (p<.05}. 

•  Trend  In  favor  of  men  being  rated  as  fully  aware  of  Impact  on  driving  In 

comparison  to  women  (p'.13). 

Awareness/Compliance  "Gestalf 
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There  are  meaningful  associations  between  these  three  questions.  Physicians 
who  rated  a  driver  as  less  aware  or  compliant  on  one  question,  often  did  so  on 
another.  Hwsa  quMkm  am  Mantfed  to  bobler  the  cMcal  decision  making 
placets  and,  aaweshan  SM  Mtf,  Iwv»a  >ufe6tanliallinpact 
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Medications 

•  Sedative 

6% 

•  CNS  Stimulant 

1% 

•  Antidepressant 

20% 

•  Insulin 

5% 

•  Narcotic 

9% 

•  Tranqulli2»r 

5% 

« Antihistamim 

3% 

>Di6Halis 

3% 

'  Anticonvulsant 

6% 

•  Anticoagulant 

9% 

•  Anti-Infective 

<1% 

•  Sleeping  Aid 

6% 

Medications  vs.  Driving  Fitness 


ComMMl  IM*  MTMIs  tnpacnio  ArMng? 


Frequency 

Percent 

^lld  Percent 

Cumulative 
Percent 

Valid 

Yes 

16 

1,6 

2.1 

2.1 

Poaslbly 

103 

10.4 

136 

15  7 

NMUUV 

2S2 

25.4 

33.2 

488 

No 

389 

39.1 

51.2 

100.0 

1Mal 

780 

765 

100.0 

Mltakig 

SyUmi 

234 

23.5 

Tom 

8*4 

lOM 

•  ■ 

Anti-Depressant  +  Narcotic  (n  =  40) 


•  68%  Female 

•  Mean  Age  75 

•  Mean  of  5  Trips  /  Weel< 

•  SCrashedinPastYter 

Diagnostic  Frequencies: 

•  29  Psychiatric  Dx 

•  29  Movement  Dx 

•  25  Consciousness  Dx 

•  14  Vision  Dx 

•  9  OtlMT  Neuro  Dx 

•  8  Dementia  Dx 


OrtMng 
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Vision 

•  Macular  Degeneration  7% 

•  Glaucoma  5% 

•  Cataracts  17% 

•  Field  Deficit  (ctamnet  3% 

•  RetbKipathy  13% 

•  Field  deficit  InterfsFes  with  driving?  6.5% 

•  Completed  l>y  vision  specialist?  16% 


Cognitive  /  Neurological 

•  Confusion 

11% 

■  CV  Disease 

8% 

•  Memory  Loss 

29% 

•  Strol<e 

8% 

•  Inattention 

10% 

•  TIA 

4% 

•  Judgment  Deficit 

15% 

•  Carotid  Occlus 

<1% 

•  Visual-Spatial  Def 

4% 

•  Brain  Injury 

<1% 

•  Slowed  Processing 

18% 

■  Parttinson  disease 

3% 

•MS 

<1% 

•  Alzheimer  disease 

13% 

.  Vascular  Dementia 

3% 

•  FT  Dementia 

<1% 

•  Dementia,  NOS 

12% 

i 

V 

Neuro  Rating 


rrMWfMv 

PtRiM 

UHWiltW 

vm  UMmwiMajMrFiito 
om 

331 

33S 
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43.4 

MmrMMlUllilrRto 
MM) 

I5S 

158 

202 

B2  9 

UM  tOutitofMbto 
FAwsitoOrin) 

113 

11.4 

147 

n.7 
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13.1 

156 
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55 
7JA 
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100  0 

100.0 

yitilng  Mtm 

335 

215 

tow 

S94 

100.0 
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Consciousness 


7% 
2% 
5% 


•  Blackout/Syncope 

•  Apnea 

•  Med  Effect 

•  Chronic  Sleep  Dep  <1% 

•  Epilepsy/Seizure  2% 
■  Post  Hypo/Dizzy 

•  Diabetes 

•  Thyroid  (hypa/|pei) 

•  Obesity 

•  Asthma 

•  COPD 
•02[ 


3% 

14% 

7% 

2% 
2% 
8% 
1% 


Consciousness  Rating 


Ottii) 

VwyWtdOiMlynte 


OrtvQ 


Pereem     valid  Perttrn 


«0  7 
39.3 
IW.II 


J7  8 

100.0 


IVIovement 


•Arthritis 

34% 

•  Cane/Walker 

19% 

•  Wheelchair 

<1% 

•  Transfsrrtng  PrOb 

3% 

•  Balance  Problem 

13% 

•  Frailty 

11% 

•  Paralysis 

<1% 

•  IVlotor  Neuron 

<1% 

•  Neck  ROM  Prob 

3% 

•  Loss  of  Limb 

<1% 

•  Hx  of  Falls 

5% 
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Movement  Rating 


P*rceni 

Valid  P»re«(it 

PticenI 

vaM  WlWMUliaimiftlW 
DM) 

315 

31  7 

40  5 

46  5 

vkiviiM(UiMrnit> 

Dim) 

193 

194 

29  5 

75  Q 

MUiKaitiaoiiMM 
FNimtoOrIn) 

9B 

9t| 

143 

e9! 

MMnnaniifiHiio 

DM) 

51 

51 

73 

97  0 

■mnUMlfUiiiiH 
DM 

20 

20 

30 

100  0 

T«M 

877 

e&i 

100.0 

Mitsiim  ftflltin 

Sir 

»j 

194 

1MI 

I 

Psychiatric 

•  Depression 

18% 

•  Bipolar 

2% 

•  Psychosis 

1% 

•  Alcx)hQl  Abuse 

<1% 

•  Drug  Abuse 

<1% 

•  Suicidal 

<1% 

•  Anxiety 

5% 

•  Chronic  Pain 

4% 

Psychiatric  Rating 
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Restrictions 

•  Required  to  wear  glasses?  62%  Yes 

•  Oaytitne  driving  ortiy?  (page  1 )  30% 


■  Daytime  only  (page  2) 

•  No  highway 

•  Outside  RV  Mirror 

•  Special  Hand  Device 

•  25  Mile  Radius 
•25MPH 
•45MPH 

•  Cushion 

•  Foot  Device 


11% 

7% 

2% 

<1% 

4% 

2% 

2% 

<:1% 

<1% 


Should  the 
daytime  driving 
restriction  on 
page  2  be 

deleted? 

Should  we 
completely 
rethink  how 
restrictions  are 
listed  on  the 
fcrm? 


Physician  Safety  Rating 

X  Physician  Road  Test  Recommendation 


OocSafev '  Doc Jtoad_Ted  Cflfetalxilaiion 


Doc_Road_Test 

Yes 

Falsi/No 

Total 

DocSafety 
TOM 

Likely  Capatile  of  Safe 
Driving 

Unclear  if  Capahie  of 
Safe  Driving 
Not  Capable  due  to 
CotnpromiauDellctt 

7 

293 
3 

303 

372 

47 

159 
ST8 

379 

340 

162 
881 

In  2001-2005,  many  physicians  checked  road  test  and  capable  of  safe  driving,  or  not 
capable  and  road  test.  Now,  with  the  addition  of  the  unclear  category,  testing 
recommendations  are  more  logical  ovsral.  The  Form  functions  as  intended  in  this  regard. 


Physician  Safety  Rating 

X  Sent  for  MSHP  Testing/Input 


Doc5irfetv  ■  rorm  23?  in  Case  Tile  Crossl.ilnilnliriri 


Form  232  ir 

NO 

Yes 

ToUl 

DocSafely 

rm 

Ukaly  Capable  of  Safe 
Driving 

Unclear  If  Capable  of 
Safe  Driving 
Not  Capable  due  to 
CompromisefDeHcIt 

101 

53 

ISO 
304 

73%  2" 
83%  255 

7%  12 
«44 

378 
308 
162 
84« 

Simple  limited  to  cues  when  we 
etletnpted  to  eolleet  232  data. 
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Safety  Rating  &  DST  @  T1 


DecSlTlty '  PrwwflMd  for  DST 1  Crasstabuir^n 


Count 


PrasantadfMDSTl 

No 

Yes 

Total 

DocSafaty 
Total 

UktlyCapaDlaorsalt 

Driving 

Unclear  If  Capable  of 
Safa  DtMng 
Not  Capable  iMe  10 
CompremlsalOallcH 

76 
83 
4 

I6S 

73%  201 
65%  167 
67V.  8 

376 

277 

255 

12 
6*4 

DST  Testing  Progression  (T1 » T2,  T3. . .) 

MSHP  Input  sought  by  OB  in  667  eases. 


*Onl/lhoae¥lho  took  the  DST.  Some  indmditals  retook  Ihe  wrttlon  hat  acrosaaH 

A  Mar  07248  dfacraM  ImeyUMis  (47%  Itmalej  pertidpeled  In  at  Mast  WW  DST  teuloii. 


Operator  Status  (asof  i/i4): 

Close  to  Half  Retained  a  Valid  License 


OpMtfwSUtua 
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\ssuB  for  Discussion: 
Passing  the  DST  witli  a  70-75 

•  Many  more  older  drivers  In  our  current  sample  attempted  the 
DST  multiple  times  in  comparison  to  our  2001-2005  data. 

■  We  ran  across  quite  a  few  cases  where  such  drivers  achieved 
a  marginal  passing  score  of  70-74  on  their  second  or  third 
attempt. 

•  IVIost  such  drivers  had  evidence  in  their  records  of  medical- 
functional  compromise. 

•  We  believe  that  the  bar  for  cited  drivers  under  these  conditions 
should  be  set  higher.  The  passing  score  for  the  written  test  is 
60.  Could  the  DST  passing  score  be  set  at  this  level,  also?  Or, 
at  least  at  757 


Then  &  Now ' 


Old  Form  1528  (2001-2005) 
N  =  1,797  (age  60+) 

•  S8%  Male.  Total  Mean  Age  81 

■  TSKEmkaledbyRasutar 
Pliysteian 

■  42%  Rated  Likely  Capable  of  Safe 

Driving  by  Physician 

•  49%  Recommended  for  Road  Test 
by  Pliysidan 

■  DLB  requested  MSHP  Input  for 

38%  of  cases 

•  2%  Passed  the  Driving  Sl^ilis  Test 
(of  those  required  to  test) 

•  4%  Retained  a  VMd  License 


New  Form  1528  (2009-2014) 

N  =  994  (age  60+) 

•  53%  Male,  Total  Mean  Age  80 

■  87%  Evaluated  by  Regular  Physician 

'  46%  Rated  Likely  Capable  of  Safe 
Driving  by  Physician 

•  33%  Recommended  for  Road  Test  by 

Physician 

■  DLB  requestedMSHPInputfbr73% 

of  cases 

■  44%  Passed  the  Dnving  Skills  Test 
(of  those  required  to  test) 

■  44%  Retained  a  Valid  License 


B  oaea  with  mjsektg  vrtueg  on  tlwt  Kam. 


Explanations? 

•  Could  a  procedural  and/or  stafRng  change  at  DLB  be  part  of 

the  reason? 

•  All  Driver  Examiners  were  trained  in  2007-2008  concerning 
older  drivers,  their  safety  challenges,  and  what  to  look  for  in 
terms  of  function  during  the  DST. 

■  Could  greater  sensitivity  or  supportive  behavior  on  the  part  of  MSHP 
Examiners  be  a  teotor  in  ttw  higher  pass  rate?  Could  Examineis  be 
encouraging  older  adults  to  come  back  and  re-test  a  second  or  third 

time? 

■  Implementation  of  the  New  Fonn  1528,  designed  to  guide 
physicians  to  give  better  quality  safety  ratings. 

.  Could  the  higher  pass  rales  be  due  to  the  quality  of  these  ratings?  In 
other  words,  physicians  rata  patients  as  sab  and  tHs  Is  validated  In 

DST  results? 
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Could  the  higher  pass  rate  be  due  to 
recent  drivers  being  less  III? 
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Those  reported  in  2001-2005  were  quite  old  (average  age  82)  and  medically 
compromised.  Significant  attrition  occurred  at  eech  step,  and  few  retained  a 
valid  license  in  ttie  end.  The  initiai  DLB  letter  served  as  a  de-licensing  tool  for 
half  of  those  reported,  as  these  Individuals  chose  to  retire  firom  driving 
Immediately  rather  than  seeing  a  physidsm. 
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PREDICTORS  OF  PHYSICIAN 
SAFETY  RATINGS 


What  information  and  considerations  contained  in  Form 
1528  guide  (and  so  predict)  the  final  physician  safety 
rating? 


rtEDtCTORVMUAMJES 

Gmdtf  -  F«mal»  tCO,  Mftli  (1) 

PiMiigSmam  . 

Trip*  u  DrtHH- pM  WmIc 

PulkdOnr/CiuiMd      -  Not*  (OtOiwV  80th  {1}  v 

Xloii  Impaired  Awafcmtit/ComptUitc*  Ralfnjf 
(0  fulty.  1  Som»wh«i.  3  No(} 

Mot  Hmp«(«J  Condition  S«v«rtty  f«  Dttwlng  Rating 

Logistic 
Regression 


All  predictors 
have  a  basis 
in  literature 
concerning 
older  driver 
safety. 

n==808 

Reduced 

sample  due  to 

missing 

values  (only 

limited 

substitution 

viable) 


Regression  Findings 

•  Classification  Impreved  '^36%  (Null  52%.  Model  86%) 

•  Nag  1^  =  ,67  (Model  iJrNflds  67%  of  the  variance). 

•  H&L  Test  Non-significant  at  the  p<.01  level. 

Predictors 

Significance  Odds  Ratios 

1,  Age 

1X.01 

1.04 

2.  Gender 

NS 

a.  Trips/ v«B8k 

MS 

4.  Pulled/Crash 

NS 

s.  Awfamwss/Conipllancs 

p<.001 

29.8 

6.  Condition  Severity 

(X.001 

7.5 
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Implications 

•  Despite  many  years  of  research  and  the  dissemination  of 
numerous  clinical  guidelines,  practicing  physicians  in 
Missouri  rely  on  only  partial,  evidence-based  information 
when  deciding  on  driver  safety. 

•  While  they  tal<e  age  and  condition  severity  into  account, 
by  far  the  strongest  influence  on  their  rating  is  their  larger 
view  of  the  patient  as  aware  and  compliant  with  care. 

•  This  has  implications  for  education,  as  well  as  for  how  the 
DLB  may  process  Physician  Statements  in  the  future. 

■  What  reactions  do  you  hava  concerning  this  finding? 


PHYSICIAN  TRAINING  & 
FORM  1528 


We  wish  to  edu^rts  physicians  in  Missouri  to  provide 
better  data  and  even  more  reasoned,  evidence-t>ased 
decisions  on  driver  safety  to  the  DiB. 


Ideas  for  a  Physician  CuMculum 

GOAL -To  develop,  pilot  test  and  finalize  a  cumculumtiedlo 
Form  1528  and  Missouri  laws/requirements  with  input  from 
physicians  and  other  health  pnriesslonals. 

What  key  information  and  messages  should  be  Included? 
How  should  the  curriculum  be  offered? 

•  A  traditional,  liour-long  CME  offering  to  be  provided  in  person  at 
hospital  rounds,  organized  meal  events,  and  conferences  ttiat 
physicians  attend. 

•  15  minute  web-based  (online)  training  program.  Postcard  about 
availability  of  training  to  t>e  included  with  all  Form  1528  forms  sent. 

•  A  7-10  minute  video  showing  Form  1528,  cilnlcal  examples  shot  with 
volunteer  patients,  and  focused  guidance  on  completing  a  thorough 
evaluation  of  older  driver  Miesa. 
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LICENSE  (FEE)  OFFICE  STAFF 
REPORT  DRIVERS  AS  UNFIT 

License  office  slaff  play  an  important  roie  in  identifying  older 
drivers.  Tfie  current  Form  153  provides  even  less  guidance 
tfian  tfie  original  Fonn  1528.  We  believe  it  is  time  to  revise 
Forni  153  to  guide  license  office  staff  and  provide  more 
thorougli  and  appropriate  input  to  the  DLB. 


Case  Study  #1 

•Age  at  153:  77  years  11  iTionths 
•Date  of  153: 4-2-05 

"Had  a  stroke  in  99.  Walking  with  a  walker.  5  or  6 

strokes  since." 

•  (Impaired  for  2  years,  impairment  is  permanent) 

•  Ptiysical  exam  required 

•  1528:  visual  impairment;  restricted  range  of  motion- rt 
leg  weakens;  must  take  driving  skills  test 

•  No  232. 

•  Operator  Status:  Revoked. 


Case  Study  #2 

•  Age  at  1 53:  83  years  11  months 
•Date  of  153;  3-30-04 

"Was  finally  able  to  identify  4  of  6  road  signs  but 
I  feel  she  may  have  problems  driving  in  the  near 
future." 

•  Ptiysical  exam  required. 

•  No  1528. 

•  Voluntary  Surrender  of  license. 

•  Operator  Status:  Revoked 
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Case  Study  #3 

•  Age  at  1 53:  78  years 

•Date  of  153:4-10-03 
"Was  unable  to  walk  without  a  cane.  She 
attempted  the  road  sign  test  6  times  and  passed 
the  7*"  try.  She  was  unable  to  get  out  the  chair 
unassisted." 

•  Physical  exam  required. 
•No  1528. 

•  Operator  Status:  Reinstated-Must  Test. 


Case  Study  #4 

•Age  at  153:  77  years  2  months 
•Date Of  153:  3-20-03 

"The  person  was  unable  to  walk  to  the  counter 
without  the  aid  of  a  walker." 

•  Physical  exam  required 

•  No  1528 

•  7/5/05,  privilege  rainsfeded 

•  Operator  Status:  Reinstated-must  test 


Using  MSHP  Cited  Driver 
Worksheet  as  a  Guide 


■  We  developed  the  CDW 
in  2007  to  guid9  Driver 
Examiners  and  MSHP 
Officers  to  record 
observations  of  function 
and  interpersonal 
l>ehavior 

•  The  purpose  of  the  form 
was  to  allow  them  to  write 
a  more  detailed  narrative 
to  guide  later  licensfng  or 
legal  decisions. 
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Cited  Drivers  Worksheet:  Interpersonal 

•  Appears  confused/disoriented 

•  Unaware  of  purpose  of  evaluation 

•  Inattentive/easily  distracted 

•  Slow  Id  respond  to  questions 

•  Speech  Is  difficult  to  understand 

•  Forgetful  In  conversation 

•  Repeats  statements/questions 

•  Possible  hearing  impairment 

•  Poor  comprehension  of  instructions 

•  Needs  prompting/cues  to  stay  on  task 
'  Hostiie/angry  comments  to  examiner 

•  Denies  malting  errors  while  driving 

•  Unwilling  to  acceptUlscu8«feedl3acl< 


Cited  Driver  Worksheet:  Vision 

•  Wearing  glasses  during  evaluation 

•  Glasses  appear  broken 

•  Driver  reports  needing  new  glasses 

•  Vision  appears  genraly  impaired 

•  Unable  to  read  text  on  fomr 

•  Unable  to  read  road  signs 

•  Has  difficulty  judging  distances 

•  Difficulty  viewing  objects  at  sides 

•  Looks  straight  ahead  (tunnel  vision) 

•  Falls  to  check  blind  spot 

•  Must  strain  to  see  over  dashboard 


Cited  Driver  Worksheet  Motor  Fundfon- 

General 

•  Unsteady,  when  walking  to  car 

•  Slow,  shuffling  gait 

•  Balance  problem  in  standing/wall<ing 

•  Requires  assistance  so  as  not  to  fall 

•  Uses  a  cane  or  walker 

•  Limited  head/neck  range  of  motton 

•  Limited  ami  range  of  motksn 

•  Hands/arms  shake  (tremor) 

•  Head  Shakes 

•  Slow  gross  motor  skills 

•  Appears  generally  frail  and  weak 

•  Poor  endurance/tires  easHy 

•  Difficulty  lifting  legs 
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SURVEY  OF  OLDER 
MISSOURI  DRIVERS 

We  would  like  to  conduct  a  survey  of  older  drivers  to  support 
development  of  a  Missouri-specific  family  broctiure,  our  other 
research,  and  the  information  needs  of  the  DLB  and  MoDOT. 


If  we  pursued  a  survey.... 

Are  there  questions  that  you  would  lllce  to  ask  and  why? 
A  few  of  our  ideas: 

•  What^  older  adults  In  (Missouri  \h\nk  about  our  current 
graduated  iicensing  process? 

•  If  driving  skills  testing  were  mandated  based  on  age.  what 
age  would  most  older  adults  support?  75?  79?  80? 

•  Do  older  adults  in  fvlissouri  understand  current  procedures 

for  addressing  the  Issue  of  unfit  drivers? 

•  Do  they  know  how  to  arrange  alternative  transportation  if 
driving  Is  no  longer  an  option?  What  do  they  think  and  feel 
about  this? 


THANK  YOU 

•  Thanks  for  kind  attention  to  this  presentation. 

•  This  work  is  most  grati^ir^  tor  all  Involved,  and  a 
wonderful  example  of  acadBRuc  and  state  partnership  to 
improve  policies  and  prqcadt»^. 

•  Our  team  wouM  appreciate  any  opportunities  to  continue 
working  on  these  issues,  and  we  kx>k  forward  to  talking 
further  after  today. 

Tom  Meuser,  PhD 

University  of  Missouri  -  St.  Louis 
314-516-5421;  meusert@umsl.edu 
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PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

Within  tlie  next  1 2  months,  MU  FRTI  will  offer  the  following  courses  six  times  each  to  a  total  of  apprcmimately  600 
firefighters  and  emergency  responders  across  the  state  to  improve  their  knowledge  and  capability  to  safely  and  competently 
respond  to  higliway  emergencies. 

Emergency  Vehicle  Driver  Training  (16  hours) 

The  learning  objective  of  this  course  is  to  redura  the  riskof  accidente  trrvoMng  responders  and  citizens  by  making  sure  new 

and  existing  emergency  vehicle  drivers  develop  safe  and  competent  driving  skills.  This  course  incorporates  the  major 
elements  of  a  comprehensive  driver  training  and  safety  program,  including  classroom  instruction,  a  competency  course  and 
testiing.  The  intent  of  the  Eiriergency  Vehicle  Driver  Training  course  is  to  teach  the  students  to  use  their  own  thought 
processes  and  make  them  aware  of  the  tragedy,  financial  loss,  legal  and  moral  responsibilities  they  have  when  operating 
emergency  vehicles. 

The  course  meets  portions  of  NFPA  1002,  Standard  on  Fire  Apparatus  Driver/Operator  Professional  Qualifications,  and 
NFPA 1 500,  Standard  on  Fire  Department  Occupational  Saflety  and  Health  Prt^ram.  The  course  has  been  approved for 
Mis^Mfi  POST  Pnograin  -  appraves  this  General  Law  Enforcement  Course  for  continuing  education  in  the  area  of  6  hours 
Technfcal  -  3  hGure  Legal  -  3  hours  Skill;  also  approved  by  EMS  for  CEUs-Preparatory-16. 

Traffic  Control  for  the  Emergency  Responder  (8  hours) 

In  toda/^  "legally  ai^xjuntabie"  society,  simply  shutting  the  roadway  down  around  an  accldeht  has  become  an  unacceptable 

practice.  This  course  Is  designed  to  provide  all  emergency  responders  with  a  basic  knowledge  of  response  and  traffic 
control  techniques,  so  they  can  effectively  manage  the  safety  of  all  on-scene  personnel  and  the  motoring  public.  Topics 
Include  understanding  legal  aspects  of  traffic  control  by  emergency  responders,  apparatus  response  and  positioning  and 
proper  scene  and  traffic  control  techniques. 

Using  video  and  photo  presentations,  case  studies  and  practical  exercises,  the  student  will  develop  the  necessary  skills  to 
safely  and  effectively  control  traffic  movement  through  an  emergency  incident  while  limiting  exposure  to  the  emergency 
responder.  This  course  meets  applicable  portions  of  NFPA  1006,  Rescue  Technician  Professional  Qualification,  2003  - 
Chapter  5-2.3  Common  types  of  rescuer  and  victim  risks;  scene  control  barriers,  and  Chapter  8-1 .2  Traffic  control  flow  and 
concepts.  This  course  has  been  approved  for.  Missouri  POST  Program  approves  this  General  Law  Enforcement  Course  for 
continuing  education  in  the  area  of  2  hrs  Technical-2  hrs  Legal-4  hrs  Skill;  also  approved  by  EMS  for  CEUs-Preparatory-8. 

Vehicle  Rescue:  Technician  (16  hours) 

Today  vehicle  extrication  is  as  much  a  part  of  the  fire  service  as  firefighting.  Therefore,  MU  FRTI  offers  a  course  to  teach 
the  tools  and  techniques  required  to  remove  an  entrapped  victim  from  a  vehicle  accident.  The  learning  objective  of  this 

course  is  to  teach  emergency  responders  to  establish  scene  control  and  successfully  implement  rescue  mitigation 
procedures  for  handling  a  vehicle  Incident  involving  rescue.  Emphasis  is  on  proper  use  of  powered  and  manual  rescue  tools 
and  air  bags,  coordination  with  EMS  personnel,  vehicle  designs,  IMS  and  safety  considerations. 

Participants  will  have  the  chance  to  apply  these  techniques  In  practical  applications.  This  course  meets  Chapter  8  of  NFPA 

1006,  Vehicle  and  Machinery  Rescue  Technician,  2003  edition.  This  course  will  meet  the  vehicle  extrication  requirements 
for  Firefighter  I  certification  through  the  Division  of  Fire  Safety.  The  course  has  been  approved  for:  ElVlS  CEUs-Non 
Core-16. 
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Electric  Vehicle  Safety  for  First  Responders  (4  hours) 

Tlie  National  Fire  Protection  Association's  (NFPA)  Electric  Veliicle  Safety  Training  will  provide  firefighters  and  first 
responders  with  the  information  and  materials  necessary  to  respond  to  emergency  situations  involving  electric  vehicles.  This 
training  will  help  first  responders  Identify  electric  vehicles  and  respond  to  common  hazards.  Topics  include:  myths  versus 
reality  with  regard  to  hybrid  electric  vehicles  (HEV),  plug-in  hybrid  electric  (PHEV)  and  electric  vehicle  safety  concerns  (EV); 
basic  electrtc  concepts  and  hazards;  vehicle  systems  and  safefy  features;  initial  response  procedures;  and  emergency 
operations.  The  course  provides  for  student  interaction  and  the  use  of  scenarios  to  expand  on  the  learning  principles 
established  In  the  course. 

This  course  meets  applicable  portions  of  NFPA  1006  Standard  for  Technical  Rescuer  Professional  Qualifications,  2006 
edition;  Chapter  8  -  Vehicle  Search  and  Rescue  and  Chapter  10  -  Vehicle  and  Machinery  Rescue  NFPA  1670  Standard  oh 
Operations  and  Training  for  Technical  Search  and  Rescue  Incidents,  2008  edition,  Chapter  8  -  Vehicle  Search  and  Rescue. 
Missouri  POST  Program  approves  this  General  Law  Enforcement  Course  for  4  hours  of  continuing  education  in  the 
technical  area. 

Educational  Project  Components 

MU  FRTI  is  a  statewide  fire  training  system  provider  for  Missouri  with  a  long  and  successful  history  of  providing  accredited 
competency-based  fire  and  emergency  response  training  for  Missouri's  emergency  first  responders.  In  past  years,  MU  FRTI 
has  been  the  provider  of  highway  safety  training  to  the  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation  through  a  subcontract  with 
the  Division  of  Fire  Safety.  Thfe  year,  through  mutual  agreement  with  the  Division  of  Fire  Safety,  MU  FRTI  is  applying 
directly  to  the  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation  to  provide  the  same  high  quality  course  delivery. 

All  courses  will  be  taught  by  qualified  Instructional  faculty  of  MU  FRTI  and  will  use  only  curricula  that  follow  current  national 
standards  related  to  fire  and  emergency  services.  The  MU  FRTI  faculty  members  are  both  full-time  and  part-time  Instructors 

that  are  certified  to  teach  under  the  auspices  of  the  Institute.  The  instructional  faculty  will  be  supervised  and  evaluated. 
Instruction  outcomes  will  be  monitored  through  direct  audits  and  review,  as  well  as  student  feedback  gathered  from  course 
evaluations. 

To  ensure  adequate  enrollment  and  equal  opportunity/access,  MU  FRTI  will  advertise  the  courses  and  provide  guidance 
through  the  enrollment  process  to  all  interested  parties.  Descriptions  of  the  courses,  training  locations  and  dates,  and  other 
information  related  to  the  courses  will  be  posted  on  the  web,  sent  via  electronic  messaging  and  regular  mailings.  Students 
who  successfully  complete  the  course  requirements  will  receive  a  certificate  of  completion.  MU  FRTI  will  maintain  all 
student  records  in  a  permanent  database. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

Fire  and  emergency  responders  in  Missouri  are  called  to  the  scene  of  approximately  74  highway  related  incidents  per  day — 
and  each  time  they  respond  they  have  the  opportunity  to  reduce  the  severity  of  these  Incidents  and  possible  prevent  a 

highway  fatality.  In  each  of  these  incidents  the  safety  of  the  individuals  involved  and  the  first  responders  themselves  are  at 
stal<e.  Reducing  injuries  and  fatalities  in  highway  incidents  where  fire  safety  personnel  are  called  can  only  occur  through 
continued  training  of  first  responder  personnel. 

Updated  statistics  fixjm  the  National  Fire  Incident  Reporting  System  Indicates  that  In  201 1  (the  most  recent  year  for  which 
there  is  complete  data)  there  were  over  27,000  requests  for  fire  and  rescue  assistance  on  the  highways  of  Missouri — an 
average  of  73.9  responses  per  day  (see  Table  1).  The  true  numbers  are  surely  even  higher  and  the  need  for  training  even 
greater,  because  only  84%  of  the  departments  in  Missouri  participate  In  the  reporting  system. 

The  incidents  Missouri  firefighters  and  emergency  personnel  are  dispatched  to  are  numerous  and  involve  thousands  of  lives. 

Specific  data  drawn  from  the  National  Fire  Incident  Reporting  System  for  201 1  indicate  that  55%  of  the  highway  crashes 
involve  injuries;  this  translates  to  1 1 ,821  highway  incidents  in  Missouri  last  year  where  injuries  were  involved  and  first 
responders  were  dispatched  (see  Table  1).  A  conservative  estimate  of  two  injured  persons  per  incident  means  Missouri  first 
responders  come  into  contact  with  nearly  24,000  injured  persons  a  year,  in  tliese  cases,  first  responders  have  the  opportunity 
to  minimize  hann  and  save  lives.  Training  helps  them  do  this. 

Number  and  type  of  highway  emergency  data  from  the  National  Fire  Incident  Reporting  System,  201 1  (revised) 
Total  Requests  fta*  assistance  on  MO  Highways  -27,470 
Motor  vehicle  crashes  with  injuries-1 1 ,821 
Motor  vehicle  crashes  -  9,767 
Extrication  rescues  (vehicle  and  other)  -  756 
Vehicle  fires  (passenger  vehicles  and  other)  -  3,256 
Motor  Vehicle/Pedestrian  Crash  -  800 
Vehicle  Crash  cleanup  - 1,070 

Specifically,  when  fire  and  rescue  personnel  respond  to  motor  vehicle  crashes  with  injuries,  they  are  worl<ing  against  the 
clock  to  treat  injuries  and  extricate  trapped  individuals  from  the  wreckage.  If  victims  arrive  at  a  Trauma  Center  within  an  hour 
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from  when  the  crash  occurred  their  likelihood  of  survival  dramatically  increases.  Properly  trained  emergency  personnel  who 
can  respond  quickly  means  better  treatment  and  survival  of  traffic  crash  victims. 

Firefighters  also  respond  to  vehicle  and  equipment  fires  along  highways.  By  responding  to  these  calls,  the  fire  departments 
extinguish  the  fires  which  eliminate  many  hazards  to  the  roadways  and  passing  vehicles.  Through  proper  techniques  of  fire 
apparatus  placement  and  traffic  control,  the  emergency  responders  lessen  the  potential  for  additional  crashes  resulting  from 
secondary  collisions.  Again,  in  these  situations,  properly  trained  emergency  personnel  save  lives. 

New  emerging  technologies,  designed  to  improve  transportation  while  addressing  environmental  issues,  have  created  new 
potential  hazards  in  the  event  of  a  vehicle  crash.  Electric  and  hyt>rid  vehicles  are  becoming  more  prominent  on  the  state's 
highways,  which  increases  the  odds  they  can  become  involved  in  an  crash.  These  types  of  vehicles  have  additional  potential 
hazards  in  a  vehicle  crash  situation  due  to  vehicle  design  and  the  battery/electrical  systems.  If  proper  emergency  procedures 
are  not  followed,  these  potential  hazards  can  create  a  risk  to  the  vehicle  occupants  and  the  first  responders  that  are 
performing  rescue.  Training  of  emergency  personnel  to  respond  to  and  safely  perform  rescue  and  mitigation  of  emergencies 
involving  these  new  technologies  is  essential. 

In  addition  to  individuals  Involved  in  highway  crashes,  the  fire  safety  personnel  themselves  are  also  at  high  risk  during 
highway  incidents.  National  injury  and  death  statistics  for  firefighters  responding  to  and  working  a  crash  along  highways  make 
clear  that  training  must  be  provided  to  respondents  themselves  in  order  to  improve  their  own  safety.  The  most  recent  data 
(201 1)  from  the  National  Fire  Protection  Association  indicates  that  5.5%  of  ali  firefighter  injuries  0Gcun«d  while  th^  were  in 
transit,  either  responding  to  or  returning  fi^om  a  call,  in  addition,  three  firefighters  died  while  responding  to  or  returning  firom 
calls. 

Translating  these  national  figures  to  Missouri  means  that  across  27,470  emergency  response  calls  to  Missouri  highways, 
there  Is  the  potential  for  over  1,600  injuries  to  first  responders.  This  data  makes  dear  that  properiy  training  first  responders  is 
a  highway  and  road  safety  Issue. 

This  is  especially  important  in  Missouri  because  80%  of  emergency  first  responders  are  volunteers.  This  means  that  along 
Missouri's  highways,  especially  in  rural  areas,  it  is  most  often  citizens  protecting  other  citizens — and  both  deserve  to  be 
protected.  By  better  training  Missouri's  committed  force  of  first  responders,  both  volunteer  and  career  service  personnel,  this 
proposal  will  enable  them  to  continue  to  do  their  jobs  safely  and  continue  protecting  the  public. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

GOAL:  To  improve  the  safety  of  the  responders  and  the  survival  outcome  for  victims  involved  In  highway  crashes  and 

emergencies. 

OBJECTIVES:  Within  the  next  12  months,  MU  FRTI  will  offer  highway  safety-related  training  to  firefighters  and  emergency 
responders  across  the  state  to  improve  their  knowledge  and  capability  to  safely  and  competently  respond  to  highway 

emergencies. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 

expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

-  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

-  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enroiiment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 

location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

•  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

■  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 
Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

■  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 
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'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided. 

RESULTS: 

The  prtsjeet      stialed  back  in  number  of  deliveries  because  of  lirnited  pant  funding.  The  (bur  selected  eours^  were 
delivered  six  times,  each  dispersed  across  tlie  state  at  host  locations.  The  courses  conducted  were:  Electric  Vehicle  Safety 
for  First  Responders;  Emergency  Vehicle  Driver  Training;  Highway  Safety  for  Emergency  Service  Personnel;  and,  Vehicle 
Rescue:  Technician.  Based  on  the  revised  project  parameters,  24  courses  were  delivered,  meeting  100%  of  the  proposed 
course  deliveries.  Student  numbers,  based  on  the  revised  parameters  of  the  project,  were  estimated  at  600  fire  and 
emergency  service  personnel.  There  were  568  responders  trained  in  the  project  equating  to  95%  of  the  projected  student 
numbers.  In  providing  these  four  core  training  courses,  the  project  has  enabled  safer  responders  through  improved 
emergency  response  driving  and  scene  management,  along  with  improved  on-scene  patient  access  and  treatment  of  an 
estimated  6,000  injured  persons  per  year. 

The  specific  outcomes  of  this  trafntng  produced:  24  courses  delivered,  568  responders  trained,  for  a  total  of  6,448  student 
instructional  hours.  Responders  from  47  Missouri  counties  (and  one  student  from  Arl<ansas)  participated  in  the  training. 
Funds  expended  were  $32,970,  which  was  the  total  allocation  to  MU  FRTI.  Based  on  the  available  funding,  the  project 
results/outcomes  were  successful  in  providing  the  identified  emergency  response  training  for  highway  emergencies. 

In  review  of  student  data  voluntarily  collected  from  course  participants.  It  was  found  that  overall  the  student  composition  for 

the  project  was  93%  representing  the  fire  service,  2.6%  law  enforcement,  2.6%  emergency  medical  service,  and  1.8%  other 
emergency  responders.  Regarding  occupation  status,  14%  were  career  and  86%  were  volunteer.  This  should  be  expected  as 
approximately  80%  of  the  state's  fire  sen/ice  is  volunteer. 

Also  the  data  showed  that  emergency  responders  understand  the  importance  of  continuing  education  and  training  throughout 
their  time  as  career  or  volunteer  fire  and  emergency  service  responders.  Based  on  FY14  student  data,  22%  of  MU  FRTI 
students  had  less  than  one  year  of  in-service  experience,  while  49%  had  1  to  10  years,  16%  had  1 1  to  20  years,  and  13% 
had  over  20  ymm  of  in-^rvtee  i^iaerienee.  Re^rding  the  level  of  formal  education  that  studoit  pari:dpants  had  completed, 
the  highest  percentage  was  high  school  graduate  at  39%.  The  next  highest  category  was  "some  college"  at  34%.  There  were 
also  8%  that  indicated  no  high  school  diploma. 

To  judge  the  effectiveness  of  each  course  that  MU  FRTI  presents,  a  course  evaluation  is  completed  by  each  student  in  the 
course.  The  evaluitlon  fbrm  provides  the  opportunity  for  the  student  to  give  feedback  through  answering  questrons  regarding 
six  areas  that  include:  course,  visual  materials,  activities,  printed  materials,  instructor(s),  and  classroom.  A  numerical  rating 
scale  is  used  to  tabulate  responses  on  a  scale  of  0  -  4  which  corresponds  to  a  letter  grade  of  "F"  to  "A".  MU  FRTI's  overall 
customer  satisfaction  rating  for  the  courses  conducted  under  the  MODOT  Highway  Safety  Grant  was  a  3.5  equating  to  a  "B+" 
average. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$32,970.00  $32,970.00 

HS  CONTACT: 

Jackie  Rogers 
PvO,  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Je^rson  Clly,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

THINKFIRST  BACKGROUND: 

ThinlcFirst  Missouri  is  an  evidence-based  trauma  prevention  program  of  the  University  of  Missouri,  School  of  Medicine, 
Department  of  Physical  Medicine  &  Rehabilitation.  The  mission  of  ThinkFirst  Missouri  Is  to  prevent  traumatic  injuries, 
primarily  traffic-related  traumatic  injuries,  through  education,  research  and  advocacy. 

ThinltFirst  traffic  safety  education  programs  strive  to  reduce  the  number  and  severity  of  traffic  crashes  involving  young 
drivers,  young  passengers,  and  adult  drivers  by  increasing  awareness  of  traffic-related  traumatic  brain  and  spinal  cord 
Injuries  and  providing  Information  on  ways  to  prevent  these  Injuries  from  occurring.  Over  100  presentations  reaching  over 
20,000  Missourians  are  delivered  by  ThinkFirst  each  year. 

PRESENTATION  COMPONENTS: 

ThinkFirst  traffic  safety  programs  are  engaging  group  presentations  delivered  in  schools,  at  worksites,  and  in  community 
settings  throughout  Missouri.  Presentations  feature  compelling  testimonies  of  Voices  for  Injury  Prevention  (VIP)  speakers. 
VIP  speakers  are  people  who  have  sustained  a  brain  or  spinal  cord  injury,  usually  due  to  a  motor  vehicle  crash.  These 
speakers  present  sobering  yet  motivational  messages  about  the  consequences  of  life-altering  Injuries  and  encourage 
audiences  to  take  personal  responsibility  and  make  safe  choices.  Audiences  learn  that  motor  vehicle  crashes  can  happen  to 
anyone  and  simple  measures  like  wearing  a  safety  belt  can  make  the  difference  between  life  and  death,  or  living  with 
paralysis  or  brain  injury.  VIP  speakers  are  carefully  selected  for  their  ability  to  identify  with  audience  and  serve  as 
outstanding  peer  educators  for  traffic  safety.  ThinkFirst  efficacy  studies  consistently  demonstrate  that  students  respond 
most  favorably  to  the  VIP  speaker  featured  during  each  ThinkFirst  presentetion. 

TRAFFIC  SAFETY  TOPICS  EMPHASIZED 
Safety  belt  use 
Not  speeding 

Not  driving  while  distracted 

Not  driving  while  Impaired 

Not  driving  while  using  a  digital  device 

Not  driving  aggressively 
Not  driving  drowsy 

Safe  passenger  behavior 

Safe  driving  behavior 
Helmet  use 
Bi(^le  safety 

THINKFIRST  TRAFFIC  SAFETY  SOCIAL  MEDIA  CAMPAIGN: 

In  2009,  ThinkFirst  Missouri  launched  a  Traffic  Safety  Social  Media  Campaign  for  Teens.  The  goal  was  to  reinforce  traffic 
safety  messages  presented  during  ThinkFirst  assemblies  by  connecting  with  and  engaging  young  people  through 
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Facebook.  The  content,  theme,  personality  and  voice  of  the  page  leveraged  the  powerful  influence  of  the  VIP  survivor 
testimony  through  regular  discussion  threads,  video  difs,  and  photos.  Teens  are  recruited  to  the  page  via  a  personal 
invitation  from  the  VIP  speaker  during  the  school  assembly.  Daily  site  management  and  Facebook  Insights  data  are  used  to 
l(eep  the  intervention  targeted  and  relevant.  Based  on  interaction  indicators,  the  Thinl<First  Facebook  page  is  considered  the 
most  important  reinforcement  Initiative  conducted  by  ThinldFirst  Missouri. 

ADDITIONAL  THINKFIRST  PREVENTION  SERVICES/ROLES: 

Missouri  Coalition  for  Roadway  Safety  partner 

Traffic  Offenders  Program 

State  Chapter 

National  Training  Center 

Research  &  publications 

Public  policy  support 

Multi-agency  collaboration 

Parent  Program  Development/implementation 

RESOURCES  &  EQUIPMENT 

1 .  Graphix  By  Design— Professional  graphic  design  sen/Ices  will  be  provided  by  Graphix  By  Design  throughout  FY 
2013-2014.  Graphix  By  Design  created  the  cunrent  ThinkFirst  website  and  con^tently  provides  high  quality  work  In  a  timely 
and  cost-efficient  manner.  Graphix  By  Design  staff  will  update  and  maintain  the  current  ThinkFirst  website  and  provide 
expert  guidance  and  design  services  for  marketing  materials. 

2.  Zachary  "Chase"  Koeneke — Professional  graphic  design  services  needed  primarily  for  non-web  related  creative  items 
(i.e.,  T-shirt  graphics,  mailers,  brochures,  posters,  video  projects,  etc.)  will  be  provided  by  University  of  Missouri  School  of 

Journalism  2012  graduate  and  former  ThinkFirst  Social  IVIedia  Intern,  Chase  Koeneke,  of  Columbia,  MO.  Mr.  Koeneke  has 
an  impressive  two-year  history  working  with  ThinkFirst  VIP  speakers  in  schools.  He  is  intimately  familiar  with  the 
components  of  the  traffic  safety  assembly  and  VIP  stories.  ThinkFirst  will  consult  w/  Mr.  Koeneke  primarily  on  video  and 
print  projects  during  FY  2013-2014. 

3.  Multi  Media  Presentation  Package—  ThinkFirst  presentations  are  delivered  to  large  audiences  using  a  laptop  computer 
with  companion  projector.  Funds  are  being  requested  to  upgrade  the  ThinkFirst  multi-media  presentation  equipment  during 
1=^  201 3-2014.  Spedfteally,  ThinkFirst  is  requesting  a  smaller,  faster,  lighter  laptop  for  Assistant  Director  Penny  Lorenz  to 
use  along  with  a  more  powerful  projector  for  improved  clarity  in  large  venues.  ThinkFirst  will  utilize  University  of  Missouri  IT 
personnel  to  identify  a  competitively  priced  multi-media  presentation  package  (computer  and  projector)  balancing 
performance,  size  and  price. 

4.  University  of  Missouri  School  of  Journalism — Faculty  and  students  from  the  MU  School  of  Journalism  have  played  a  key 
role  in  the  development  of  the  ThinkFirst  social  media  effort  and  served  as  a  central  source  for  technical  support  and 
creative  development.  The  partnership  between  ThinM=irst  and  fiie  University  of  Missouri  School  of  Joumalism  will  continue 
during  FY  2013-2014. 

A  complete  description  of  the  ThinkFirst  Missouri  chapter  and  its  related  programs  can  be  found  at 
http://www.thinkfirst.missouri.edu. 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

MISSOURI  TRAFFIC  CRASHES: 

Traffic  deaths  and  injuries  in  Missouri,  especially  among  young  people,  are  truly  a  public  health  crisis.  In  2011,  Missouri 
experienced  142,966  traffic  crashes  and  786  fatalities.  These  fatalities  were  accompanied  by  51,061  injuries  and  an 
estimated  economic  loss  of  $3,213,233,000  (Missouri  State  Highway  Patrol  [MSHP]  Statistical  Analysis  Center  [SAC], 
Missouri  Traffic  Crashes  201 1  Edition,  2012). 

MISSOURI  TRAFFIC  CRASH  CLOCK: 

According  to  the  "201 1  Missouri  Traffic  Safety  Personal  Injury  Problem  Analysis  Clock"  created  by  the  MSHP  SAC: 

1  person  was  kilted  in  a  Missouri  traffic  crash  every  112  hours 

1  person  was  injured  every  10.3  minutes 

1  person  was  killed  or  injured  in  a  traffic  crash  every  10.1  minutes 

1  young  Missouri  driver  was  killed  or  injured  every  40.6  minutes 


1  person  was  killed  or  Injured  In  a  drinking  Involved  crash  every  2.3  hours 
1  person  was  killed  or  injured  in  a  speed  involved  crash  every  46.1  minutes 
TRAFFIC  CRASH  &  FATALITY  TRENDS  IN  MISSOURI: 

Thanks  to  a  concerted  effort  of  a  multitude  of  partners  and  effective  counter-measures,  motor  vehicle  ^talities  in  Missouri 
have  been  declining  steadily.  According  to  Missouri's  Blueprint  to  Save  More  Lives  (Missouri  Coalition  for  Roadway  Safety 
[MCRS],  2012),  between  2005  and  201 1 ,  Missouri's  annual  traffic  fatalities  dropped  from  1 ,257  to  786  (38%)— marking  the 
lowest  number  of  crash  fatalities  since  1 947.  In  addition,  the  fatality  rate  went  from  1 .8  fatalities  per  100  million  vehicle  miles 
of  travel  in  2005  to  1 .14  in  201 1 . 

FATALITY  TOTALS  BY  YEAR: 

2005  1,257 

2006  1,096 

2007  992 

2008  960 

2009  878 

2010  821 

2011  786 

2012  828  (Preliminary  total  per  MCRS  1/27/13) 

In  addition  to  experiencing  a  reduction  in  the  human  toll  of  traffic  crashes,  Missouri  is  seeing  an  accompanying  reduction  In 
the  economic  burden  of  traffic  crashes.  Since  2005,  Missouri  has  recorded  a  14%  reduction  In  the  economic  loss  related  to 
traffic  crashes.  In  addition,  hospitals  reporting  trauma  discharge  data  to  the  state  have  demonstrated  a  24%  reduction  in 
motor  vehicle-related  cause-of-injury  codes  since  2005  (MCRS,  2012). 

In  October  2012,  the  MCRS  announced  its  new  fatality  goal:  700  or  fewer  fatalities  by  2016.  In  order  to  reach  this  goal  and 
continue  moving  towards  the  ultimate  vision  of  zero  fatalities,  MCRS  partners  must  work  faster,  smarter  and  harder  than  ever 
before. 

HIGH-RISK  DRIVERS  AND  UNRESTRAINED  OCCUPANTS: 

Several  categories  of  traffic  problem  types  were  Identified  as  focus  areas  In  the  2012  Missouri  Blueprint  to  Save  More  Lives, 
including:  aggressive  drivers,  unrestrained  drivers  and  occupants,  distracted  and  drowsy  drivers,  young  drivers,  and 
substance-impaired  drivers. 

Aggressive  Drivers: 

The  focus  area  of  aggressive  driving  incorporates  several  behaviors,  including  speeding,  driving  too  fast  for  conditions  and 

following  too  close.  According  to  MCRS,  these  three  behaviors  combined  contributed  to  41%  of  the  fatalities  and  35.8%  of  the 
serious  Injuries  In  Missouri  between  2009-201 1.  By  far,  speeding  is  the  most  prevalent  aggressive  driving  behavior, 
accounting  for  40%  of  Missouri's  tetallties. 

Unrestrained  drivers  and  occupants: 

During  a  recent  3-year  reporting  period  (2009-2011),  68%  of  the  people  killed  in  Missouri  crashes  were  unrestrained.  When 
looking  specifically  at  the  youth  population,  the  percentage  of  unbelted  teens  killed  during  this  same  time  period  was  75.4%. 
The  percentage  of  unrestrained  drivers  and  passengers  killed  in  pick  up  truck  crashes  was  highest,  at  84%  (MCRS,  2012). 

When  used  properly,  safety  belts  reduce  the  risk  of  fatal  injury  to  front-seat  passengers  by  45%  and  light-truck  occupants  by 
60%  (National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration  (NHTSA)  Traffic  Safety  Facts,  2009).  For  drivers  involved  in  traffic 
crashes  not  killed  or  Injured,  97.3%  were  wearing  a  seat  belt  at  the  time  of  the  crash  (MSHP  SAC  201 1  Traffic  Safety 
Compendium,  2012). 


In  2011 ,  Missouri's  observed  statewide  safety  belt  use  rate  was  79%,  well  below  the  national  average  of  84%.  Teen  safety 
belt  use  in  Missouri  in  201 1  was  observed  at  66%  (MORS,  201 2).  Of  the  30  fatalities  reported  in  Missouri  thus  fer  in  201 3, 
71  %  were  unbucl<led  (MSHP,  1/27/13).  These  statistics  indicate  that  safety  belt  use  in  Missouri  remains  a  critical  area  of 

focus  for  prevention  efforts. 

Distracted  and  drowsy  drivers: 

NHTSA  defines  distracted  driving  as  "any  activity  that  could  divert  a  person's  attention  away  from  the  primary  taste  of  driving." 
These  distractions  include:  texting,  using  a  cell  phone,  eating  and  drinl<ing,  grooming,  reading,  using  a  navigation  system, 
and  adjusting  the  radio,  CD  player,  etc.  The  behavior  of  text  messaging  is  deemed  particularly  dangerous  because  It  requires 
visual,  manual  and  cognitive  attention  from  the  driver  (www.distraction.gov,  1/28/13). 

Distracted  driving  is  becoming  a  major  traffic  safety  problem.  NHTSA's  primary  source  for  distracted  driving  infOnnation, 
Dlstraction.gov,  offers  the  following  facts: 

-In  201 1 ,  3,331  people  were  killed  in  oashes  involvirig  a  dlstraoted  driver,  compared  to  3,267  in  201 0.  An  additional,  387,000 
people  were  injured  In  motor  vehicle  crashes  Involving  a  distracted  driver,  compared  to  416,000  injured  in  2010. 

-18%  of  injury  crashes  in  2010  were  reported  as  distraction-affected  crashes. 

In  the  month  of  June  201 1 ,  more  than  1 96  billion  text  messages  were  sent  or  received  in  the  US,  up  nearly  50%  from  June 
2009  (The  Wireless  Association). 

-11%  of  ail  drivers  under  the  age  of  20  involved  in  fatal  crashes  were  reported  as  distracted  at  the  time  of  the  crash.  This  age 
group  has  the  largest  proportion  of  drivers  who  were  distracted. 

-40%  of  all  American  teens  say  they  have  been  in  a  car  when  the  driver  used  a  cell  phone  in  a  way  that  put  people  in  danger 
(Pew  Research  Center). 

-Drivers  who  use  hand-held  devices  are  4  times  more  likely  to  get  into  crashes  serious  enough  to  injure  themselves  (Monash 
University). 

-Text  messaging  creates  a  crash  risk  23  times  worse  than  driving  while  not  distracted  (Virginia  Tech  Transportation  institute) 
(www.distraction.gov,  1/28/13). 

In  Missouri,  it  is  estimated  that  approximately  20%  of  fatal  crashes  involved  a  distracted  driver  in  the  last  three  years 
(2009-201 1 ).  About  40%  of  the  distracted  drivers  in  these  fatal  crashes  were  between  the  ages  of  15  and  30.  In  addition, 
MCRS  cites  a  growing  body  of  evidence  that  suggests  distracted  driving  is  becoming  an  Increasingly  large  contributor  to 
crashes  in  Missouri  (2012). 

Drowsy  driving,  like  distracted  driving,  significantly  impairs  driving  performance.  Fatigued  drivers  exhibit  impaired  attention 
behaviors  and  slow  information  processing  and  reaction  times.  Young  male  drivers,  shift  workers,  and  people  with  untreated 
sleep  disorders  are  at  the  greatest  risk  for  being  involved  in  a  drowsy  driving  crash. 

Thanks  to  improved  crash  reporting  methods  beginning  in  January  2012,  Missouri  will  be  able  to  better  describe  the  problem 
of  distracted  and  drowsy  driving  and  focus  prevention  efforts  accordingly  (MCRS,  2012). 

Young  drivers  and  young  passengers: 

Nationally,  young  people  15-24  years  old  are  over-represented  in  crash  injuries,  deaths  and  costs.  In  2009,  this  group  made 
up  28%  of  all  fatal  and  nonfatal  crash  injuries  and  31  %  ($31  billion)  of  the  costs,  but  represented  only  14%  of  the  population 
(Insurance  Institute  of  Highway  Safety  (IIHS)  Status  Report,  Sept  28,  2010). 

In  201 1 ,  24.8%  of  crashes  in  Missouri  involved  one  or  more  drivers  under  the  age  of  21 .  Of  all  the  fatal  crashes  in  Missouri 
that  same  year,  18.3%  involved  a  young  driver.  These  statistics  are  especially  alarming  due  to  the  fact  that  drivers  under  21 
account  for  only  9.3%  of  all  licensed  drivers  In  Missouri  (MSHP  SAC,  2012). 

The  IIHS  Status  Report  (March  2012)  describes  the  teenage  crash  problem  as  a  problem  starting  years  before  most  teens 
become  drivers.  Most  of  the  teens  ages  13-15  who  died  in  crashes  were  passengers,  and  more  often  than  not,  another 
teenager  was  at  the  wheel.  Thanks  to  improvements  in  Graduated  Drivers  Licensing  (GDL)  laws,  teen  traffic  deaths  are 
declining;  however,  the  majority  of  young  teens  who  die  In  crashes  still  don't  use  safety  belte. 


Substance-impaired  Drivers: 


Substance-impaired  driving  continues  to  be  a  significant  factor  contributing  to  Missouri  traffic  crashes.  The  category  of 

substance-impaired  driving  includes  alcoliol  and/or  any  otiier  drugs.  In  terms  of  alcohol,  a  total  of  208  persons  were  killed 
and  3,625  were  injured  in  alcohol-Involved  crashes  In  Missouri  2011 .  Of  all  fatal  crashes  In  Missouri  in  201 1 ,  26.8%  Involved 
alcohol  (MSHP  SAC,  2012). 

When  iooi<ing  at  the  last  three  years  of  crash  data  combined  (2009-2011),  substance-impaired  drivers  contributed  to  28.7% 
of  Missouri  fatalities.  Males  were  responsible  for  83.8%  of  the  substance-impaired  driving  fatalities  in  Missouri.  Although 
alcohol  remains  the  primary  contributor  to  the  substance-impaired  category,  MCRS  (2012)  cites  a  growing  body  of  evidence 
that  other  drugs  are  playing  a  growing  role  in  the  problem. 

PARENTS 

Currently,  Missouri  lacks  a  concerted  effort  to  educate  parents  and  provide  the  tools  necessary  to  help  train  and  monitor  their 
new  young  driver.  In  response  to  this  need,  MoDOT  Highway  Safety  leaders  and  ThInkFlrst  staff  met  In  January  2014  to 
explore  the  feasibility  of  creating  a  parent-focused,  evidence-based  Initiative  In  Missouri.  ThInkFlrst  will  lead  the  development 
and  implementation  of  a  statewide  effort  to  reach  parents  of  young  drivers. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

GOALS: 

1 .  To  increase  knowledge  and  awareness  of  the  rislcs  related  to  unsafe  driving  practices  among  young  people,  those  most  at 
risk  for  traffic-related  Injuries  and  deaths. 

2.  To  Increase  knowledge  and  awareness  of  the  risks  related  to  unsafe  driving  practices  among  adults  and  parents  at  the 
worksite  and  in  community  settings. 

3.  To  expand  the  capacity  and  improve  effectiveness  of  the  ThInkFlrst  Greater  Kansas  City  chapter  and  provide  technical 
support  to  ail  ThInkFlrst  chapters  In  Missouri  (Kansas  City,  Joplln,  Springfield,  Cape  Girardeau,  and  SL  Louis). 

4.  To  expand  the  ThInkFlrst  Traffic  Safety  Social  Media  Campaign  for  Teens. 

5.  To  develop  and  maintain  a  diverse  panel  of  effective  ThInkFlrst  Voices  for  Injury  Prevention  (VIP)  speakers,  chapter 
directors,  and  traffic  safety  advocates. 

6.  To  promote  traffic  safety  and  the  mission  and  programs  of  ThinkFlrst  by  participating  in  state  and  national  conferences 
and  meetings. 

7.  Lead  the  development  and  implementation  of  a  statewide  effort  to  reach  parents  of  young  drivers. 

OBJECTIVES: 

1 .  Deliver  eighty-five  (85)  ThinkFirst  traffic  safety  presentations  statewide  by  September  30, 2014. 

Eighty-five  (85)  traffic  safety  presentations  featuring  at  least  one  (1)  ThinkFirst  Voices  for  Injury  Prevention  (VIP)  speaker  will 
be  delivered  statewide.  Presentations  will  be  tailored  to  accommodate  the  needs  and  size  of  the  audience. 

Primary  coordination  of  the  presentations  will  be  conducted  by  the  Assistant  Director,  with  additional  support  provided  by  the 
Administrative  Associate  and  Director.  Presentations  will  reach  approximately  15,000  Missourians  during  FY  2013-2014. 

2.  Deliver  fifty  (50)  ThinkFirst  traffic  safety  presentations  in  Kansas  City  area  schools  reaching  approximately  30,000  youth 
by  September  30, 2014. 

ThInkFlrst  of  Greater  Kansas  City  has  been  providing  outstanding  traffic  safety  presentations  to  Kansas  City-area  students 
since  1987.  This  award-winning  chapter  is  a  program  of  the  Research  Foundation  of  Kansas  City.  Staff  and  VIP  speakers 
working  for  this  chapter  are  highly  regarded  and  productive  members  of  the  Kansas  City  Region  Missouri  Coalition  for 
Roadway  Safety. 

FY  2013-2014  funds  are  being  requested  to  support  the  planning  and  implementation  of  ThinkFirst  traffic  safety  presentations 
In  fifty  (50)  schools  reaching  an  estimated  30,000  Missouri  youth  in  and  around  the  Kansas  City,  Missouri.  To  accomplish 
this,  the  Greater  Kansas  City  chapter  will  enter  into  a  sub-contract  agreement  with  the  University  of  Missouri-Columbia  and 
submit  monthly  program  activity  and  expense  reports. 

In  addition  to  the  funds  needed  to  deliver  presentations  in  schools  (part  time  coordinator,  VIP  speaker  stipends  and  travel), 
funds  are  being  requested  to  support  travel  expenses  for  two  ThinkFirst  of  Greater  Kansas  City  staff  members  to  participate 
In  the  ThInkFlrst  National  Injury  Prevention  Foundation  Conference  (or  alternate  national  injury  prevention  conference  such 


as  Lifesavers)  in  2014.  Lastly,  this  chapter  is  requesting  funds  to  purchase  miscellaneous  materials  needed  to  support 
program  implementeOon,  indudlng  T-shirts  for  VIP  speakers,  incentive  items  for  youth  (i.e.,  Arrive  Alive  T-shirts),  wireless 
remote  controls  for  Power  Point  presentations,  and  envetopes  for  mailing  communication  and  promotional  materials  to  area 
schools. 

The  Director  of  ThinkFirst  Missouri  will  provide  oversight  to  this  project  and  perform  one  (1)  site  visit  during  the  contract  year 
to  ensure  program  quali^  and  compliance.  The  Administrative  Associate  of  ThinkFirst  Missouri  will  provide  administrative 
oversight  with  attention  to  budget  and  fiscal  compliance,  reporting,  and  details  related  to  establishing  a  sub-contract. 

3.  Expand  the  Traffic  Safety  Social  Media  Campaign  for  Teens  through  the  services  of  a  part-  time  University  of  Missouri 
social  media  student  Intern  by  September  30, 2014. 

The  Traffic  Safety  Social  Media  Campaign  for  Teens  was  launched  in  2009  as  the  primary  educational  reinforcement  tool  to 
extend  safety  messages  provided  during  the  ThinkFirst  assembly.  Thus  far,  the  most  successful  social  media  platform 
utilized  has  been  the  ThinkFirst  Facebook  page.  The  Facebook  page  is  followed  by  nearly  3,000  fens,  with  the  majority  (75%) 
coming  from  the  teen  and  young  adult  age  group.  Content  posted  during  FY  2012-2013  has  generated  more  interaction  by  its 
users  than  ever  before  and  preliminary  research  is  demonstrating  promise. 

FY  2013-2-014  support  is  being  requested  to  continue  funding  a  part-time  (.25  FTE)  social  media  student  intern  position.  The 
main  role  of  the  Intern  will  be  to  Increase  interaction  among  teen  users  by  locating,  developing  and  posting  relevant  content. 
The  intern  will  also  monitor  all  activity,  reply  to  posts  and  discussion  threads,  and  provide  assistance  with  the  overall 
development  of  the  initiative. 

Preliminary  plans  for  FY  2013-2014  include  creating  additional  formats  to  generate  buzz  and  distribute  prizes.  In  addition, 
popular  platfonms  (i.e.,  Instagram  and  Twitter)  will  be  cultivated  as  methods  to  increase  interaction  and  promote  user 
generated  content  among  studente. 

The  ThinkFirst  Director  and  Administrative  Associate  will  provide  direct  supervision  to  this  employee  and  user  participation 
and  interaction  will  be  tracked  and  reported  to  MoDOT. 

4.  Plan,  Implement  and  evaluate  a  statewide  ThinkFirst  VIP  Speaker  Training  Workshop  by  September  30, 2014. 

ThinkFirst  will  plan,  implement,  and  evaluate  a  2-day  ^atewide  ThinkFirst  Speaker  Training  Workshop  for  VIP's,  chapter 
directors,  volunteers,  and  medical  personnel.  The  purpose  of  the  workshop  is  to  improve  knowledge  and  communication 
skills,  share  cun«nt  best  practk»8  in  traffic  safety  education,  provkJe  a  venue  for  networking  and  oollaboralion  anwng 
chapters  and  VIPs,  discuss  issues  of  program  delivery  and  development,  and  update  attendees  on  statewide  Blueprint 

activities. 

The  ThinkFirst  Missouri  Director,  Assistant  Director,  and  Administrative  Associate  will  plan,  conduct,  and  evaluate  the 
Training  Workshop  during  the  FY  13-14  contract  period.  Attendance  is  projected  to  be  twenty-five  (25)  ThinkFirst  partners 
from  across  the  state. 

5.  Promote  traffic  safety  education  and  ThinkFirst  chapters  statewide  at  strategic  Missouri  conferences  by  September  30, 
2014. 

Funds  are  being  requested  to  enable  ThinkFirst  staff  to  deliver  traffic  safety  presentations,  exhibit  at,  and/or  attend  key  state 
conferences  during  FY  2013-2014.  The  purpose  of  this  effort  is  to  educate  attendees  about  the  mission  and  programs  of  the 
six  ThinkFirst  chapters  statewide  and  motivate  them  to  schedule  a  traffic  safety  program. 

Potential  in-state  conference  opportunities  include  the  Missouri  Coordinated  School  Health  Coalition,  Missouri  Association  of 
School  Nurses,  Missouri  Association  of  School  Counselors,  Missouri  Association  of  Secondary  School  Principals,  Missouri 
Emergency  Medical  Services  Association,  Missouri  Department  of  Health  and  Senior  Services  public  health  meetings,  and 
other  conferences  sponsored  by  state  agencies  and  organizations. 

6.  Participate  in  at  least  two  (2)  professional  development  training  workshops  and/or  conferences  by  September  30,  2014. 

Funds  are  being  requested  to  support  the  travel  of  three  (3)  ThinkFirst  chapter  directors  and/or  VIP  speakers  to  attend  two 
(2)  state  and/or  national  professional  development/  training  workshops  andAor  conferences  during  FY  201 3-2014.  Cortference 

travel  may  include  the  following  venues:  2014  Lifesavers  Conference  on  Highway  Safety  Priorities  in  Nashville,  TN,  2014 
ThinkFirst  National  Injury  Prevention  Foundation  National  Conference  on  Injury  Prevention,  2014  Governors  Highway  Safety 
Association  (GHSA)  Conference,  or  the  National  Organization  for  Youth  Safety  (NOYS)  Conference. 

7.  Lead  the  development  and  implementation  of  a  statewide  effort  to  reach  parents  of  young  drivers. 


Locate,  r^ew,  and  select  marketing  res^rch  company  to  design  and  conduct  maM  analysis  of  parents  of  teen  drivers  and 
soon-to-be  teen  drivers.  At  minimum,  this  researcti  will  consist  of  three  focus  group  sessions. 

Oversee  and  participate  in  implementation  of  mari<et  analysis  research,  including  focus  group  sessions  and  preparation  of 
final  report. 

Identify  and  recruit  members  to  serve  on  statewide  task  force  to  help  lead  the  effort  to  develop  a  Traffic  Safety  Program  for 
Parents  of  Teen  Drivers. 

Host  at  least  one  meeting  of  the  Parent  Program  Task  Force  to  review  current  status  of  parent  programs  in  Missouri  and 
discuss  strategies  for  program  development  and  Implementation. 

Create  and  obtain  approval  to  add  Health  Educator  position  to  the  ThinkFirst  staff.  This  person  will  serve  as  the  statewide 
Director  of  the  Traffic  Safety  Program  for  Parents  of  Teen  Drivers. 

Advertise  Health  Educator  vacancy,  interview  candidates  and  select  person  to  lead  the  effort  (with  target  start  date  of  October 
1,2014). 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 
expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  projed  Goals,  such  as: 

-  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  If  agitable) 

■  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 

location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 
documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 

purchased) 

•  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

•  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

•  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  providedThinkFirst  Missouri  will  be  responsible  for  tracking  and  reporting  the  total  number  of  ThinkFirst 
presentations  (including  ThinkFirst  of  Greater  Kansas  City  presentations)  presented  at  schools,  work-sites,  and  community 
organizations.  In  addition,  ThinkFirst  will  utilize  social  media  software  analytics  to  provide  reports  on  the  Facebook 
Intervention. 

Quarterly  progress  reports  will  be  submitted  to  the  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation,  Highway  Safety  Division  as  well  as 
a  year-end  report  thirty  (30)  days  after  the  end  of  the  contract  period.  The  quarteriy  evaluations  and  year-end  report  will 
include,  but  may  not  be  limited  to: 

-Number  and  location  of  presentations  delivered  during  the  contract  year 

-Number  of  students,  employees,  and  members  of  community  organizations  who  attended  presentations 

-Digital  analytics  of  social  media  platforms 
—Copy  of  educational  and  promotional  materials 
-Letters  of  support  and/or  thanks  for  presentations 
-Essay  or  questionnaire  infonnation 


-Newspaper  articles,  newsletter  features,  media  coverage,  etc. 


--Other  programs  involved  in  (e.g.,  MCRS,  IVIissouri  Injury  and  Violence  Prevention  Advisory  Committee,  ThinkFirst  National 
Injury  Prevention  Foundation,  Traffic  Offenders  Programs,  legislative  support,  etc.) 

RESULTS: 

STRATEGY  #1 

Deliver  88  ThinlcRrst  traffic  safety  presentations  statewide. 
RESULTS: 

1 .  A  total  of  23,047  Missouri  students  received  traffic  safety  education  from  tlie  ThinkFirst  traffic  safety  assembly  program 
delivered  via  131  presentations  at  79  schools. 

2.  A  total  of  1 ,381  Missourians  received  traffic  safety  education  from  the  ThinkFirst  Corporate/Community  Traffic  Safety 
Program  delivered  via  33  presentations  at  25  worksites/organizations 

3.  COI^BINED,  the  Columbia-based  ThinkFirst  Missouri  chapter  delivered  164  presentations  at  104  sites  reaching  24,428 
Missourians  statewide  during  FY  14. 

4.  In  addition  to  conducting  the  traffic  safety  education  programs  listed  above,  ThinkFirst  Missouri  delivered  1 1  Traffic 
Offender  Program  classes  reaching  185  high-risk  Missouri  drivers  during  FY  14 

5.  ThinkFirst  participated  in  1 1  conferences,  exhibits  and  events  during  the  year,  directly  interacting  with  2,347  people. 

6.  The  following  traffic  safety-related  incentive  items  were  purchased  and  distributed  during  FY  14: 

1,000  tropical  flavored  lip  balm  with  ThinkFirst  logo 

1,000  ThinkFirst  notepads  -  used  at  2014  Blueprint  Conference 

300  tote  bags  with  ThinkFirst  Missouri  logo  &  2014  Blueprint  Conference  logo  -  used  at  2014  Blueprint  Conference 
500  tote  bags  with  ThinkFirst  Missouri  logo 

300  ink  pens  with  ThinkFirst  logo  and  website 
250  ThinkFirst  Missouri  #1  brochures 
500  ThinkFirst  Missouri  8"x3"  flyers 

27  ThinkFirst  Missouri  sweatshirts  with  embroidered  ThinkFirst  logo 
1 ,028  ThinkFirst  T-shirts 

STRATEGY  #2 

Deliver  50  ThinkFirst  traffic  safety  preserrtations  to  students  throughout  the  Kansas  City  area  via  a  subcontract  with 
ThinkFirst  Greater  Kansas  City. 

RESULTS: 

1 .  A  total  of  1 9,51 0  Kansas  City,  Missouri-area  students  received  traffic  safety  education  from  ThinkFirst  Greater  Kansas 
City  via  83  presentations  conducted  at  fifty  (50)  schools. 

2.  A  total  of  1,199  people  were  reached  through  additional  Kansas  City  chapter  conference  exhibits  and  events. 

3.  COMBINED,  the  Columbia-based  ThinkFirst  Missouri  chapter  and  the  ThinkFirst  Greater  Kansas  City  chapter  provided 
214  presentations  in  129  schools  reaching  42,557  students  during  FY  14. 

STRATEGY  #3 

Expand  the  Traffic  Safety  Media  Campaign  for  Teens  via  the  services  of  a  University  of  Missouri  Social  Media  Student  Intern. 

RESULTS: 

Project  Overview: 

In  October  2009,  ThinkFirst  Missouri  launched  its  first  social  media  platform,  a  Facebook  page.  The  primary  purpose  of  the 
page  was  to  reinforce  the  traffic  safety  messages  presented  during  the  assembly  by  engaging  teens  through  social  media. 
Since  ThinkFirst  initiated  its  social  media  campaign  five  years  ago,  the  mainstream  use  of  smartphones  and  the  number  of 
social  media  platforms  have  grown  exponentially. 

Youth  Engagement  via  MU  Student  Soda!  Media  Intern: 

The  e^rrtitiual  and  rapid  evolution  of  social  media  makes  it  a  challenge  for  health  promotion  programs  to  stay  connected  and 
relevant  to  teens.  To  deal  with  this  challenge,  ThinkFirst  based  its  social  media  outreach  campaign  on  the  theory  of  youth 
engagement.  This  theory  is  built  on  the  premise  that  involving  youth  in  programs  designed  for  youth  will  create  a  greater 

impact.  In  an  effort  to  stay  true  to  the  model  and  strategies  of  youth  Involvement,  each  year  ThinkFirst  hires  a  college-age 
media  expert  from  the  University  of  Missouri  to  manage  its  social  media  outreach  effort  and  serve  as  the  young  voice  of  the 
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cgmpaign. 


ThinkFirst  social  media  interns  are  hired  on  a  part  time  basis  and  earn  approximately  $11 .50/hour.  During  the  summer 
months,  interns  work  approximately  10-15  hours  per  week.  During  the  fall  and  spring  academic  semesters,  work  hours  are 
reduced  to  a  maximum  of  10  hours/week.  Interns  provide  site  managemsnt,  CflW  assessment,  and  technical  assistance  to 
keep  all  social  media  platforms  targeted  and  relevant  to  teens.  Interns  are  also  charged  with  providing  creative  graphic 
design  services  for  the  various  commurilcation  pfeces  used  by  ThinkFirst  throughout  the  year. 

During  fiscal  year  2013-2014,  the  leadership  of  the  ThinkFirst  Social  Media  effort  was  shared  by  two  interns.  During  the  first 
sewen  months  of  the  grant  y^COctobsr  through  April)  PilLI  aentar  Matthew  ModelskI  served  as  the  Student  Intern  Director  of 
Social  Media.  Upon  his  graduation  in  May  2014,  MU  senior  Rebecca  "Becky"  Bowman  assumed  the  position  and  led  the 
effort  for  the  remainder  of  the  grant  year  (May-September).  The  employment  of  the  two  Interns  did  not  overlap. 

Social  Media  Growth  2013-2014: 

ThinkFirst  media  interns  have  established  a  presence  on  several  piatftirms,  including  Facebook,  Twitter,  ¥©uTufee  and 
Instagram.  The  ThinkFirst  Facebook  platform  grew  only  slightly  over  the  course  of  the  year  as  teens  migrated  away  from 
Facebook  In  favor  of  Twitter  and  Instagram.  As  of  October  24,  2014,  the  ThinkFirst  Facebook  page  had  3,005  Likes,  with 
71%  in  the  target  demographic  (age  13-24),  73%  female  and  26%  male.  As  in  previous  years,  most  new  Likes  and  user 
interaction  scores  on  the  Facebook  page  were  greatest  immediately  following  ThinkFirst  assemblies. 

The  Twitter  page  started  picking  up  growth  this  past  year  and  now  has  95  followers  (as  of  10-24-2014).  Twitter  and  Instagram 
are  expected  to  become  the  leading  voices  of  ThinkFirst  Missouri  during  2014-2015. 

STRATEGY  #4 

Plan,  implement  and  evaluate  a  statewide  ThinkFirst  VIP  Speaker  Training  Workshop  bf  September  30, 2014. 
RESULTS: 

A  two-day  statewide  VIP/Chapter  Director  Training  Workshop  was  conducted  June  18-19,  2014  at  the  Stoney  Creek  Inn  in 
Columbia,  MO.  The  primary  purpose  of  the  Workshop  was  to  improve  the  knowledge  and  skills  of  ThinkFirst  VIP  traffic  safety 
speakers  and  chapter  directors,  as  well  as  to  expand  the  network  of  trained  speakers.  Two  professional  leadership  trainers 
were  featured  on  the  agenda  and  ThinkFirst  T-shirts  were  distributed  to  attendees.  The  Workshop  was  attended  by  36 
ThinkFirst  VIP  speakers,  chapter  directors,  staff  and  volunteers.  Twenty-two  evaluation  forms  were  submitted  with  18  people 
rating  the  workshop  experigre»  m  "excellent"  and  4  people  rating  the  experience  as  "good."  A  list  of  attendees,  agenda,  and 
evaluations  are  available  upon  request. 

STRATEGY  #5 

Promote  traffic  safety  education  and  ThinkFirst  chapters  statewide  at  key  Missouri  conferences. 
RESULTS: 

ThinkFirst  staff  exhibited,  participated  in,  and/or  delivered  presentations  at  the  following  statewide  conferences  to  promote 
ThinkFirst  as  a  statewide  traffic  safety  resource: 

2013  Miissoori  School  Counselors  Association  Gonferenoe  (Os;^e  Beach) 

2013  Missouri  College  Personnel  Association  Conference  (Osage  Beach) 

2014  Missoun  Driver  &  Traffic  Safety  Education  Association  State  Conference  (St.  Louis) 
2014  American  Driver  &  Traffic  Safety  Education  Association  Conference  (Wichita,  KS) 
2014  Missouri  Blueprint  to  Save  More  Lives  Conference  (St.  Louis) 

STRATEGY  #6 

Participate  in  at  least  two  professional  development  training  workshops  and/or  conferences  by  September  30,  2014. 
RESULTS: 

1 .       201 3-2014  grant  funds  were  used  to  support  all  conference-related  travel  expenses  for  4  ThinkFirst  staff  members 
and  VIP  speakers  to  travel  to  the  2014  MORS  State  Blueprint  to  Save  More  Lives  Conference  in  St.  Louis,  MO.  These 

attendees  and  their  role  at  the  conference  are  listed  below: 

Katrlna  Rowland  (ThinkFirst  exhibit  coordinator) 
Chad  Burton  (VIP  speaker/exhibit assfetant) 
Shawna  Buchanan  (VIP  speaker) 
Kayle  Denny  (VIP  speaker) 

In  addition,  201 3-2014  grant  funds  were  used  to  support  portions  of  the  conference-related  expenses  (meals  &  mileage  only) 
for  2  additional  attendees.  These  attendees  and  their  role  at  the  conference  are  listed  below: 


Michelle  GIbler  (Conference  Co-Chalr/speaker) 

Russ  Bunis  (VIP  speaker/Central  Coalitton  Member/session  moderator) 

2.       Grant  funds  were  also  used  to  support  the  Director's  (Michelle  Gibler)  travel  to  and  participation  in  the  2014  American 
Driver  and  Traffic  Safety  Education  Annual  Conference  in  Wichita,  KS.  The  2014  conference  agenda  featured  national 
experts  in  cun^ent  traffic  safety  outreach  programs  for  parents  of  teen  drivers.  While  attending  the  conference,  Michelle 
networl^ed  closely  with  members  of  the  Missouri  Driver  and  Traffic  Safety  Education  Association  and  AAA  Foundation 
presenters  to  discuss  the  research  and  development  of  parent  program  initiatives. 

STRATEGY  #7 

MID-YEAR  CONTRACT  AMENDMENT— Plan  and  Implement  the  initial  phases  of  program  development  needed  to  create  a 
statewide  Traffic  Safety  Education  Program  for  Parents  of  Teen  Drivers  by  September  30, 2014. 

RESULTS: 
Project  Bacl^ground 

On  May  1, 2014,  a  mid-year  contract  amendment  was  added  to  the  original  fiscal  year  2013-2014  ThinkRrst  Educational 
Programs  contract.  The  purpose  of  the  5-month  contract  amendment  was  to  begin  the  initial  steps  needed  to  research,  plan 
and  develop  an  evidence-based  educational  initiative  to  influence  parents  of  new  drivers  in  Missouri. 

The  Scope  of  Work  for  the  mid-year  contract  amendment  and  an  accompanying  year-end  progress  report  on  the  Initiative  are 
summarized  below: 

•Locate,  review,  and  select  marl<eting  research  company  to  design  and  conduct  martlet  analysis  of  parents  of  teen  drivers 
and  soon-to-be  teen  drivers. 

ThinkFirst  extended  an  invitation  to  bid  on  the  design  and  implementation  of  a  focus  group  research  project  to  five  marketing 
research  companies.  Bucket  Media  of  Columbia,  MO  was  selected  to  conduct  the  project. 

•Oversee  and  participate  in  Implementetion  of  market  analysis  research,  including  toctss  group  sessions  and  preparation  of 
final  report. 

Michelle  Gibler  (ThinkFirst  Director)  and  Katrina  Rowland  (ThinkFirst  Administrative  Associate)  worked  closely  with 
leadership  from  Bucket  Media  throughout  the  duration  of  the  research  project.  May  1, 2014  through  July  31, 2014.  Together, 
the  team  developed  a  survey  methodology  and  created  focus  group  questions  to  capture  parerrtal  atUtudes  and  beliefs 
regarding  their  new  teen  driver.  An  executive  summary  was  prepared  with  results  presented  at  a  team  meeting  at  Bucket 

Media  on  August  6,  2014. 

•Identify  and  recniit  members  to  serve  on  stetewide  tesk  force  to  help  lead  the  effort  to  develop  a  Traffic  Safety  Program  for 
Parents  of  Teen  Drivers. 

Throughout  the  5-month  project  period,  Michelle  Gibler  reached  out  to  safety  advocates  statewide  to  begin  assembling  the 
members  of  a  Parent  Task  Force.  Members  thus  fer  include:  Deb  Biggs  (Safety  Council  of  the  Ozart(s),  Allyn  Workman 
(Driver  Education  Instructor/ADSTEA  member),  Canrie  Wolken  (MoDOT  Traffic&  Highway  Safety),  Katrina  Rowland 
(ThinkFirst  Administrative  Associate  and  soon-to-be  Health  Educator  effective  11/1/14),  and  Michelle  Gibler  (Director, 

ThinkFirst  Missouri).  Additional  participants  (e.g.,  MO  Department  of  Revenue,  MSHP,  and  a  marketing/media  expert)  will  be 
recruited  in  November  and  December  2014  with  the  Task  Force  membership  finalized  by  December  31, 2014. 

•Host  at  least  one  meeting  of  the  Parent  Program  Task  Force  to  review  cunrent  stetus  of  parent  programs  in  Missouri  and 

discuss  strategies  for  program  development  and  Implementation. 

It  was  determined  that  spending  funds  to  host  a  statewide  Task  Force  meeting  in  Columbia  before  the  Project  Director/Health 
Educator  was  in  place  was  not  a  good  use  of  fiscal  resources.  This  decision  was  discussed  with  and  approved  by  Carrie 
Wolken  during  a  contract  monitoring  visit  on  September  4,  2014.  Although  an  official  meeting  of  the  entire  Task  Force  was 
not  held,  Michelle  Gibler  met  with  each  member  individually  to  discuss  the  project. 

•Create  and  obtain  approval  to  add  Health  Educator  position  to  the  ThinkFirst  staff.  This  person  will  serve  as  the  statewide 
Director  of  the  Traffic  Safety  Program  for  Parents  of  Teen  Drivers. 

Michelle  Gibler  began  working  with  University  of  Missouri  Human  Resources  officials  in  earty  July  2014  to  create  the  position 
of  Health  Educator.  The  position  requisition  took  several  months  to  review  and  approve,  with  official  approval  granted  in 
mid-September. 
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•Advertise  Health  Educator  vacancy,  interview  candidates  and  select  person  to  lead  the  effort  (with  target  start  date  of 
October  1,2014). 


The  Health  Educator  vacancy  was  posted  by  MU  Human  Resources  on  September  22,  2014.  An  offer  for  the  position  was 
accepted  by  KaWna  Rwviand  on  October  22,  2014.  Katrina  has  served  as  the  ThinkFlrst  Administrative  Associate  for  over 
three  years  and  will  complete  a  Masters  degree  in  2015.  She  has  demonstrated  expertise  in  traffic  safety  program  planning 
and  implementation  and  possesses  a  strong  grasp  of  the  topic.  Katrina  will  begin  her  official  duties  as  Parent  Program  Health 
Educator  on  November  1, 2014. 

FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

$398,199.04  $385,387.57 

HS  CONTACT: 

Canle  Wolken 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  l\/loDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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PROJECT  DESCRIPTION: 

A.  Wiiat  is  tiie  It  Only  Tal<es  One  Campaign? 

It  Only  Tal<es  One  addresses  the  fact  that  traffic  crashes  are  the  leading  cause  of  death  for  youth  (15-20)  in  Missouri, 
accounting  for  nearly  13.2  percent  of  traffic  fatalities  during  the  last  three  years[1].  It  is  a  program  that  provides  peer  to  peer 
education  along  with  parent/community  education  with  attention  given  specifically  to  distracted  and  substance-impaired 
driving.  Many  fectors  -  Including  inexperience,  alcohol,  speeding,  cell  phones,  and  other  countless  distractions  -  all 
contribute  to  these  crashes,  with  many  resulting  in  death.  Research  from  the  "Impact  Teen  Drivers"  organization  Indicates 
that  driver  distractions  are  the  primary  cause  of  fatal  collisions.  In  addition,  one  of  the  greatest  risk  factors  faced  by  teens  is 
the  number  of  passengers  in  the  vehicle.  Studies  have  confirmed  that  with  the  presence  of  just  one  passenger,  teens  are 
twice  as  likely  to  be  involved  in  a  fatal  crash.[2] 

Through  a  parent  contract,  a  media  campaign  with  t-shlrts,  posters,  thumb  bands  and  a  community  safety  belt  survey,  the  It 
Only  Takes  One  campaign  reminds  teen  drivers  that  it  only  takes  ONE  text,  ONE  song,  ONE  drink,  ONE  glance,  ONE 
distraction  to  cause  ONE  fetal  moment 

Please  see  the  attached  it  Only  Takes  One  Program  Packet  for  a  more  detailed  description  of  the  campaign. 

B.  Who  will  do  what? 

1)  Project  Staff:  Youth/Adult  Alliance  (MYAA)  Project  Director  and  SADD  State  Coordinator,  will  be  responsible  for 
overseeing  the  entire  project  including  the  supervision  of  the  other  project  staff  or  volunteers  and  is  responsible  for  assuring 
each  phase  of  the  project  Is  completed  as  planned.  She  will  also  be  responsible  for  completing  and  submitting  reports  and 
evaluation  results  to  MoDOT  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division. 

2)  Project  Staff:  ACT  Missouri  Administrative  Assist,  will  be  responsible  for  coordinating  the  distribution  of  It  Only  Takes  One 
program  paclcets  to  selected  schools.  She  will  also  be  responsible  for  program  technical  assistance. 

3)  SADD/Student  Group  Advisor:  MYAA  will  be  offering  the  It  Only  Takes  One  program  to  1750  students  involved  in  a 
school  SADD  chapter  or  substance  abuse  p^ention  group  ftom  sdiools  across  Mi^ouri.  Each  student  group  will  need  to 
identify  one  adult  to  serve  as  the  advisor  to  the  project.  They  will  be  responsible  for  completing  report  materials  and 
sending  them  to  MYAA. 

4)  Regional  Support  Center  Director:  ACT  Missouri  will  be  offering  the  It  Only  Takes  One  program  to  750  students 
participating  in  community  and/or  student  groups  across  ttie  Bootheel  of  Missouri.  The  Director  of  the  Department  of 
Behavioral  Health's  designated  Regional  Support  Center  In  the  Southeast,  Family  Counseling  Center,  Inc,  will  serve  as  the 
organizer  for  the  campaign  In  this  region.  They  will  help  to  identify  both  school  and  community  groups  to  participate  in  the 
program.  A  main  advisor  for  each  group  who  will  be  responsible  for  completing  report  materials  and  the  director  will  be 
responsible  for  sending  them  to  ACT  Missouri. 

C.  How  is  it  going  to  be  accomplished? 

The  program  will  be  promoted  to  SADD  advisors  through  email  and  personal  contact  by  the  SADD  state  coordinator  during 
the  fall  2013.  By  December  6, 2013,  schools  will  sign  up  to  be  part  of  the  campaign,  in  early  January,  we  will  send  the 
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campaign  supplies  abng  with  reporting  forms  tliat  will  be  due  back  to  ACT  Missouri  by  March  21, 2014. 

The  part  of  the  program  that  will  be  targeting  the  Boot  heel  counties  will  be  promoted  through  collaboration  with  one 
Department  of  Mental  Health  Division  of  Alcohol  and  Drug  Abuse  Regional  Support  Center,  located  in  the  "Boot  Heel"  of 
Missouri.  This  area  encompasses  the  counties  of  Dunklin,  Pemiscot,  New  Madrid,  and  Mississippi.  By  December  6th, 
2013,  community/school  groups  will  sign  up  to  be  part  of  the  campaign.  In  early  January,  we  will  send  the  campaign 
suppKes  along  with  reporting  form  fliat  will  be  due  back  to  ACT  Missouri  by  Mardi  21, 2014.  Please  see  the  attached 
campaign  program  detailed  timeline  for  dispersal  of  campaign  materials,  completion  of  campaign  acthrities,  and  submission 
of  campaign  reporting  forms. 

As  an  incentive  for  groups  to  complete  their  campaign  activities  on  time,  each  group  that  has  all  of  their  reporting  forms  in 
on  time,  will  be  entered  into  a  drawing  for  5  of  their  student  participants  to  win  a  $10  ITunes  gift  card.  If  we  have  50  groups 
participating,  that  will  mean  a  total  of  250  of  the  $10  ITunes  gift  cards  costing  $2500.00. 

Following  the  culmination  of  the  campaign,  participating  groups  will  be  recognized  at  the  annual  Speal<  Hard  Youth 
Conference  on  March  26, 2014.  Registered  groups  who  have  fully  completed  the  campaign  within  the  noted  dates  will  be 
eligible  for  a  prize.  ACT  Missouri  staff  will  deliberate  based  on  overall  campaign  success  including  completeness  of  all 
campaign  activities,  review  of  any  extra  activities,  media  coverage,  and  overall  rates  of  seatbelt  usage  before  and  after  the 
campaign.  Based  on  these  criteria,  ACT  Missouri  will  award  a  first  place  prize  of  $1000,  a  second  place  prize  of  $750,  and 
a  third  place  prize  of  $500.  All  funds  are  to  be  used  to  further  safe  driving  education  at  the  schools. 

[1]  Missouri's  Blueprint  to  Save  More  Uvea  (2012-2016).  Missouri  Coalition  for  Roadway  Safety 
[2]  www.impactteendrivere.org 

PROBLEM  IDENTIFICATION: 

As  noted  in  Missouri's  Blueprint  to  Save  More  Lives,  "traffic  crashes  are  the  leading  cause  of  death  among  youth  in 
Missouri,  accounting  for  nearly  13.2  percent  of  traffic  fatalities  during  the  last  three  years."  While,  Missouri  does  have  some 
laws  in  place  worl<ing  to  keep  young  drivers  safe,  including  graduated  driver's  license  laws,  they  are  still  a  high-risl< 
population.   Their  lack  of  experience  behind  the  wheel  puts  them  at  a  higher  risk  of  being  involved  in  a  traffic  crash.  In 
toda/s  digital  worid,  teenagere  are  easily  distracted  by  cellular  phones  that  send  and  receive  text  messages  and  calls,  store 
their  music  and  even  serve  as  a  Global  Positioning  System  unit.  These  distractions  combined  with  peer  pressure  to  engage 
in  other  risky  behaviors  such  as  drinking  alcohol  or  using  other  substances,  speeding  and  low  rate  of  safety  belt  use  is 
leading  to  teen  traffic  deaths  due  to  traffic  crashes. 

Alcohol  is  the  main  drug  of  choice  for  youthh  and  we  know  that  the  average  age  of  firet  use  is  12.72  years  old  in 
Missouri  according  to  the  2012  Missouri  Student  Survey.  Youth  are  learning  to  drink  long  before  they  choose  to  get  behind 
the  wheel  of  vehicle.  Teenagers  who  do  have  driver's  licenses  may  be  modeling  negative  behavior  for  their  younger  peers 
when  they  provide  them  rides.  This  is  a  time  when  the  brain  is  being  molded  by  experience  and  pruning  itself  to  function  as 
an  adult. 

The  target  population  for  this  project  will  be  made  up  of  two  groups.  The  first  group  includes  students  involved  in 
SADD  chapters  or  other  similar  student  groups  in  high  schools  firom  across  Missouri.  Of  the  50  total  program  packets,  35  wilt 
be  designated  to  student  groups  from  across  the  state  and  1 5  will  be  designated  specifically  for  counties  in  the  "Boot  heel" 
region  of  Missouri  who  have  high  poverty  rates  and  lack  services  and  resources  for  teens  in  this  area.  These  counties 
indude  Dunklin,  Pemiscot,  New  Madrid,  and  Mississippi.  This  is  an  economically  disadvantaged  area.  According  to  US 
Census  data,  each  of  these  four  counties  has  at  least  22%  of  their  population  living  below  the  poverty  level  with  two  counties 
having  27%  living  below  the  poverty  level  whtoh  is  a  large  percentage  compared  to  an  overall  state  rate  of  15.8%.  In  201 1 
these  counties  also  had  high  rates  of  traffic  crashes  according  the  Traffic  Safety  report  from  MODOT.  They  are  as  folk>ws: 

2011  Missouri  Traffic  Crashes  County  Summaries 

Dunklin 
Fatal -4 
Injury -163 
Damage -370 
Total -537 

Pemiscot 
Fatal  -  5 
Injury- 121 

Damage  -  249 
Total  -  375 

New  Madrid 
Fatal -6 

Injury  - 139 
Damage  -  297 
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Total  -  442 


Mississippi 
Fatal  -  2 
Injury  -  37 
Damage  - 124 
Total -163 

Through  this  campaign,  the  target  population  will  include  at  least  2500  students  from  across  IVIIssouri,  concentrated  in 
the  Bootheel  region.  The  It  Only  Takes  One  program  will  also  target  the  parents/guardians  and  other  community  members 
surrounding  these  students  through  the  safe  driving  contract  arvJ  community  safety  belt  survey.  For  the  counties  listed  in  the 
Bootheel  region,  program  participation  will  not  be  limited  to  student  groups/SAOO  chapt^,  but  will  also  be  available  to 
community  coalitions  or  faith  based  groups  working  with  high  school  students. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES: 

1 .  To  decrease  teen  traffic  fatalities  and  injuries  via  peer-to-peer  education,  as  well  as  parent/community  education  with 
specific  attention  to  driver  distraction  awareness. 

2.  Engage  at  least  2500  youth  in  the  it  Only  Tal^es  One  Campaign,  a  public  information  campaign  that  educates  the  teenaged 
roadway  user  of  the  dangers  of  distracted  driving  by  completing  and  retuming  the  parent-teen  contract.  The  campaign  will 
also  reach  additional  peers  with  posters,  t-shirts  and  other  promotional  materials. 

3.  Increase  the  amount  of  students  using  their  safety  belt  from  67%  to  72%  after  the  campaign  is  implemented  based  on 
survey  data  collected  in  each  community's  seat  belt  observations. 

4.  Have  75%  of  schools  view  the  Distracted  Driving  DVD  developed  at  the  Distracted  Driving  Summit. 

5.  Implement  an  educational  campaign  for  parents  on  the  importance  of  open  communication  with  their  young  drivers 

regarding  high  risk  driving  behaviors. 

EVALUATION: 

The  MHTC  will  administratively  evaluate  this  project.  Evaluation  will  be  based,  at  a  minimum,  upon  the  following: 

1 .  Timely  submission  of  monthly  reimbursement  vouchers  and  appropriate  documentation  to  support  reimbursement  for 

expenditures  (i.e.,  personal  services,  equipment,  materials) 

2.  Timely  submission  of  periodic  reports  (i.e.,  monthly,  quarterly,  semi-annual)  as  required 

3.  Timely  submission  of  the  Year  End  Report  of  activity  (due  within  30  days  after  contract  completion  date) 

4.  Attaining  the  Goals  set  forth  in  this  contract* 

5.  Accomplishing  the  Objectives*  established  to  meet  the  project  Goals,  such  as: 

•  Programs  (number  and  success  of  programs  held  compared  to  planned  programs,  evaluations  if  available) 

-  Training  (actual  vs.  anticipated  enrollment,  student  evaluations  of  the  class,  student  test  scores  on  course  examinations, 
location  of  classes,  class  cancellation  information) 

■  Equipment  purchases  (timely  purchase  of  equipment  utilized  to  support  and  enhance  the  traffic  safety  effort; 

documentation  of  equipment  use  and  frequency  of  use) 

■  Public  awareness  activities  (media  releases,  promotion  events,  incentive  items  or  education  materials  produced  or 
purchased) 

-  Other  (any  other  information  or  material  that  supports  the  Objectives) 

6.  The  project  will  be  evaluated  by  the  Traffic  and  Highway  Safety  Division  through  annual  crash  analysis. 

Evaluation  results  will  be  used  to  determine: 

•  The  success  of  this  type  of  activity  in  general  and  this  particular  project  specifically; 

■  Whether  similar  activities  should  be  supported  in  the  future;  and 

■  Whether  grantee  will  receive  funding  for  future  projects. 

'Evaluation  and  requests  to  fund  future  projects  will  not  be  based  solely  on  attaining  Goals  and/or  Objectives  if  satisfactory 
justification  is  provided.The  IVlissouri  It  Only  Takes  One  Campaign  will  be  evaluated  based  on  the  following: 

Total  number  of  Parent-Teen  contracts  distributed  to  students. 

Total  number  of  Parent-Teen  contracts  completed  and  returned  to  project  advisor. 

Total  number  of  showings  of  the  Distracted  Driving  DVD  and  total  number  reached. 

Pre  and  Post  seatbelt  sun/ey  results. 

Total  number  of  MOOOT  Graduated  Driver's  License  Lavi«  fact  shmte  distributed. 

There  will  also  be  a  subjective  evaluation  compiled  based  on  feedback  from  those  involved  in  the  campaign. 


Collection  of  Evaluation  Results: 

The  campaign  will  be  conduetei  By  §mm  in  JaitUafy  to  March  2014.  Results  will  be  due  to  ACT  Missouri  for  analysis 
by  March  21st,  2014  and  passed  onto  the  Missouri  Highways  Traffic  Commission  In  the  fomi  of  a  Year  End  Report  once 
compiled  or  within  the  required  30  days  after  the  contract  completion  date. 

RESULTS: 

Particlpafi6n: 

Originally,  the  grant  allowed  for  50  kits  to  be  distributed,  but  a  change  in  cost  allowed  for  43  kits  to  be  distributed.  Thirty  five 
schools  registered  to  participate  in  the  campaign  and  nineteen  of  those  sdioote  returned  thoir  mporflfig  tnfertwatiort.  On 
average,  41%  of  the  Adult  Teen  Driver  Contracts  distributed  were  completed  and  collected.  There  were  1 ,679  contracts 
distributed  and  634  collected. 

Promotion: 

ACT  Missouri  and  MYAA  promoted  the  It  Only  Takes  One  Campaign  through  our  website,  Twitter,  Facebook,  Constant 
Contact,  and  through  the  Department  of  Mental  Health  Regional  Support  Centers.  Extra  shirts  were  disbursed  at  the  State 
Fair  to  promote  the  program  and  safe  driving.  During  the  campaign,  schools  were  to  promote  the  campaign  within  their 
community.  Schools  used  various  forms  of  promotion  including:  school  announcements,  promotional  tables,  assemblies, 
disfrlbutidn  ^  flyers  ^nd  posters,  Facebook,  videos,  PSAs,  stenciling  in  parking  lots,  bulletin  boards,  skits,  word  of  mouth, 
marquis  In  town,  and  various  presentations. 

Responsiveness  of  T-shirt  Campaign: 

M^t  s^^Is  re^rted  M  ttie  student  ^/mm  receptive  to  the  t-shirts.  There  were  two  complaints  about  g^lng  the  contracts 
returned,  but  many  of  the  schools  enjoyed  the  free  resources. 

Media  Contact: 

Schools  had  the  option  to  contact  various  news  sources.  Of  the  parttclpatlhg  schools,  89%  utilized  media  coverage  for  the 
campaign.  Local  news  was  utilized  by  84%  of  participating  schools.  No  schools  reported  utilizing  local  TV,  but  seven  of  the 
participating  schools  utilized  their  school  news  resources.  Other  media  included  radio,  newsletters,  school  websites, 
marquis,  coalitions,  and  Regional  Support  Center  Newsletters. 

Community  Involvement: 

Schools  were  encouraged  to  include  their  community  leaders  in  the  campaign  and  approximately  74%  of  schools  reported 
doing  so.  Schools  were  also  encouraged  to  involve  their  local  Registered  Substance  Abuse  Prevention  Coalition,  and  68%  of 
schools  reported  doing  so. 

Seatbett  Checks: 

Pre  and  Post  seatbelt  checks  were  to  be  completed  by  each  group.  Pretests  showed  an  dvetlige  ctf  S^Sk  of  passengers  or 
drivers  belted  and  41%  not  belted.  Post  tests  showed  that  62%  of  passengers  or  drivers  were  belted,  and  37%  were  not 
belted.  The  pretest  had  2,298  seatbelt  checks,  and  the  post  test  had  2,823  seatbelt  checks. 

Additional  Activities: 

The  last  part  of  the  campaign  was  for  each  school  to  complete  three  activities  in  addition  to  those  mentioned  above.  The 
schools  did  various  activities  including:  Attending  MYAA's  Speak  Hard  Youth  Conference,  Cell  Phone  Surveys,  Assemblies, 
Distracted  Driving  Video  Showings,  Stenciling,  additional  posters,  and  train  safety  group,  creating  an  annual  event,  viral 
campaigns,  newspaper  advertising,  PSAs,  and  guest  speakers. 

Prizes: 

Each  school  that  returned  fifty  completed  contracts  received  five  ITunes  cards  to  give  to  five  students  that  completed  the 
contract.  There  were  three  grand  prize  winners:  Campbell  C2000  received  1st  place  with  a  prize  of  $1 ,000,  Platte  County 
High  School  received  2nd  place  with  a  prize  of  $750,  and  New  Madrid  County  Family  Resource  Center  received  3rd  place 
with  a  prize  of  $500.  Campbell  C2000  completed  pre/post  safety  belt  surveys,  presented  a  distracted  driving  program  to  their 
high  school  and  distributed  It  Only  Takes  One  parent  contracts  and  shirts  to  students  in  their  community.  The  coalition  also 
offered  funding  for  two  large  billboard  signs  for  the  city  and  school  ballparks  promoting  the  "it  Only  Takes  One"  message. 
They  have  big  plans  for  their  award  including  creating  a  float  for  the  upcoming  Campbell  Peach  Fair  Parade  and  hosting  an 
information  booth  at  the  Peach  Fair  and  at  the  Back  To  School  Open  House  Event  in  Campbell. 
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FUNDING:  AWARDED  AMOUNT:  DISBURSED  AMOUNT: 

402/20.600  $27,874.00  )S5,064.00 

HS  CONTACT: 
Carrie  Wolken 
P.O.  Box  270 
830  MoDOT  Drive 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 
1-800-800-2358 
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FY14  OBLIGATION  AMOUNTS  (as  of  12-17-14) 


Funding 
Code 

Problem  Area 

Current  2014  Funds 

Carryover  From 
2013 

Total  Available 
2014 

Carryover  to 
201S 

Total  Obligated 
2014 

402 

All  Traffic  Safety 

4,839,494.22 

3,157,174.36 

7,996,668.58 

$ 

1,902,612.95 

$ 

6,094,055.63 

154 

Transfer  Funds  -  AL 

4,646,879.00 

5,155,910.14 

9,802,789.14 

$ 

4,768,616.45 

$ 

5,034,172.69 

154 

Transfer  Funds  -  HE 

16,881,137.50 

16,881,137.50 

$ 

- 

$ 

16,881,137.50 

164 

Transfer  Funds  -  AL 

1,309,238.64 

1,309,238.64 

$ 

- 

$ 

1,309,238.64 

164 

Transfer  Funds  -  HE 

13,028,569.09 

13,028,569.09 

$ 

4,000,000.00 

$ 

9,028,569.09 

408 

Data  Program 

350,990.48 

350,990.48 

$ 

- 

$ 

350,990.48 

410 

Alcohol  SAFETEA-LU 

1,647,203.97 

1,647,203.97 

$ 

- 

$ 

1,647,203.97 

2010 

Motorcycle  Safety 

89,667.46 

89,667.46 

$ 

$ 

89,667.46 

2011 

Child  Seats 

294,997.51 

294,997.51 

$ 

4,028.97 

$ 

290,968.54 

405b 

Occupant  Proteddon  Low 

1,316,099.55 

1,278,470.48 

2,594,570.03 

$ 

2,531,570.03 

$ 

63,000.00 

405c 

Data  Program 

1,154,965.06 

1,089,909.84 

2,244,874.90 

$ 

1,864,279.99 

$ 

380,594.91 

405d 

Impaired  Driving  Mid 

3,102,204.62 

3,102,999.28 

6,205,203.90 

$ 

5,263,878.44 

$ 

941,325.46 

405f 

Motorcycle  Programs 

97,864.51 

97,205.97 

195,070.48 

$ 

138,070.48 

$ 

57,000.00 

TOTALS 

$  15,157,506.96 

$  47,483,474.72 

$  62,640,981.68 

$ 

20,473,057.31 

$ 

42,167,924.37 

CO 

cn 
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Missouri  Highwray  Safety  Plan  Annual  Report  Budget 
as  of  December  17, 2014 


Program 

Project 

Description           ,; . 

Obligated  Funds 

Expended  Funds 

402 

PA-2014-02-01-00 

THSD-Planning  &  Administration 

$125,000.00 

$81,070.53 

402 

Planning  and  Administration  Total 

$125,000.00 

$81,070.53 

402 

AL-2014-03-01-00 

TIHSD'Impaired  Driving  Program 

$40,000.00 

$36,814.01 

402 

Alcohoi  Totai 

$40,000.00 

$36,814.01 

402 

EM-2014-02-01-00 

University  of  IVIO  Curators-Safety  Train  E 

$32,970.00 

$32,970.00 

402 

Emergency  Medical  Servloes  Total 

$32,9704)0 

$32,970.00 

402 

OP-2014-05-01-00 

Adair  Co  Sfieriff' s  Dept-Clicl<  It  OrTicl< 

$3,000.00 

$3,000.00 

402 

OP-2014-05-02-00 

MO  Safety  Center-Enforcement  CiOT 

$224,945.57 

$132,214.48 

402 

OP-2014-05-03-00 

MO  Safety  Center-Survey  Statewide  Seatbe 

$138,883.35 

$136,596.72 

402 

OP-2014-05-04-00 

IVIHSP-Clicl(  It  orTiclcet  Enforcment 

$120,960.00 

$104,359.26 

402 

OP-2014-05  05  00 

Arnold  Police  Dept-Seatbelt  Compliance 

$7,527.00 

$7,526.76 

402 

OP-2014-05-06-00 

Ballwin  Police  Dept-Occupant  Protection 

$2,500.00 

$2,463.79 

402 

OP-2014-05-08-00 

Bloomfield  Police  Dept-OP 

$2^200.00 

$0.00 

402 

OP-2014-05-09-00 

Calverton  Parl<  Police  Dept-Cllcic  It  orT 

$2,508.00 

$2,507.83 

402 

OP  2014-05-10-00 

Chillicothe  Police  Dept-Occupant  Protect 

$2,000.00 

$281.76 

402 

OP-2014-05-11-00 

Columbia  Police  Dept-Occupant  Protection 

$3,000.00 

$2,059.01 

402 

OP-2014-05-12-00 

Creve  Coeur  Police  Dept-Click  It  or  Tick 

$6,600.00 

$6,165.01 

402 

OP-2014-05-13-00 

Edmundson  Police  Dept-Bucl<le  Up  2014 

$3,000.00 

$0.00 

402 

OP-2014-05-14-00 

Eureka  Police  Dept-Occupant  Protection  E 

$2,500.00 

$1,991.15 

402 

OP-2014-05-15-00 

Florissant  Police  Dept-Occupant  Protect! 

$5,000.00 

$2,898.91 

402 

OP-2014-05-16-00 

Gladstone  Dept  of  Public  Safety-Occupant 

$2,000.00 

$1,366.12 

402 

OP-2014-05-17-00 

Hazelwood  Police  Dept-Hazelwood  Police  0 

$4,995.00 

$4,994.99 

402 

OP-2014-05-18-00 

Jacl<son  Co  Sheriff's  Office-Seat  Belt  En 

$16,552.00 

$4,174.68 

402 

OP-2014-05-19-00 

Kansas  City  Bd  of  Police  Comm-Occupant  P 

$58,320.00 

$44,541.95 

402 

OP-2014-05-20-00 

KIrkwood  Police  Dept-Seatbelt  Enforcemen 

$10,000.00 

$9,316.97 

402 

OP-2014-05-21-00 

Maryland  Heights  Police  Dept-Safety  &  Dr 

$3,120.48 

$1,619.27 

402 

OP-2014-05-22-00 

MO  Safety  Center-Enforcement/Youth  Seatb 

$96,395.57 

$38,571.78 

402 

OP-2014-05-23-00 

MO  Safety  Center-Survey  CPS 

$39,241.70 

$33,941.67 

402 

OP-2014-05-24-00 

Missouri  Safety  Center-Survey  Teen  Seatb 

$67,477.99 

$67,253.14 

402 

OP-2014-05-25-00 

Overland  Police  Dept-Occupant  Protection 

$2,500.00 

$1,936.91 

402 

OP-2014-05-26-00 

St  Cfiarles  City  Police  Dept-Occupant  Pro 

$2,500.00 

$0.00 

402 

OP-2014-05-27-00 

St  Louis  Co  Police  Dept-Occupant  Protect 

$40,000.00 

$13,400.47 

402 

OP-2014-05-28-00 

Texas  Co  SiierifPs  Office-Seat  Belt  Enfo 

$6,000.00 

$0.00 

402 

OP-2014-05-29-00 

Webster  Groves  Police  Dept-Occupant  Prot 

$2,500.00 

$2,333.47 

402 

OP-2014-05-30-00 

Wentzville  Police  Dept-Click  It  orTicke 

$5,922.24 

$5,922.24 

402 

OP-2014-05-31-00 

Byrnes  Mill  Police  Dept-Click  It  or  Tick 

$2,016.90 

$2,013.00 

402 

Ooupant  Protection  Total 

$884,165.80 

$633,411.34 

402 

PS-2014-02-01-00 

THSD-Bicycle/Pedestrian  Safety 

$495.30 

$488.17 

402 

Pedestrian/Bicycle  Safety  Total 

$495.30 

$488.17 

402 

PT-2014-02  00  00 

THSD-Statewide  PTS 

$902,612.95 

$0.00 

402 

PT-2014-02-01-00 

THSD-2014  LETSAC 

$11,500.00 

$11,314.60 

402 

PT-2014-02-02-00 

THSD-402  Training  Survey  Asses 

$163,500.00 

$38,754.59 

402 

PT-2014-02-03-00 

MSHP-Speed  Enforcement 

$97,440.00 

$91,516.86 

402 

PT-2014-02-04-00 

MSHP-Hazardous  Moving  Violation  Enlbrcem 

$125,000.00 

$104463.79 

402 

PT-2014-02-05-00 

Arnold  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving  Viol 

$11,875.00 

$11,874.90 

402 

PT-2014-02-06-00 

Ballwin  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving 

$4,000.00 

$3,991.26 

402 

PT-2014-02-07-00 

Bellefcntaine  Neighbors  Police  Dept-Aggr 

$6,000.00 

$0.00 

402 

PT-2014-02-08-00 

Belton  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving  Viol 

$8,400.00 

$5,590.63 

402 

PT-2014-02-09-00 

Berkeley  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving  Vi 

$3,734.06 

$2,740.97 

402 

PT-2014-02-10-00 

Billings  Police  Dept-Billings  HMV  Enforc 

$3,000.30 

$2,996.87 

402 

PT-2014-02-11-00 

Blue  Springs  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Movin 

$5,000.00 

$3,575.37 

402 

PT-2014-02-12-00 

Bolivar  Police  Dept-Bollvar  PD,  HMV  Gran 

$3,000.00 

$2,560.93 

Page  1  of  10 
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Missouri  Highway  Safety  Plan  Annual  Report  Budget 
as  of  December  17, 2014 


Project 

DescrinHan  1 

PT-2014-02-13-00 

Boone  Co  Sheriff's  Deot-HMV  Slowdown 

ti  p  acT  CO 

402 

PT-2014-02-14-aO 

Brentwood  Police-Making  the  Roadways  Sat 

S2  876  14 

402 

PT-2014  02-15-00 

Bridgeton  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving  V 

ti  9  nnn  nn 

$0.00 

402 

PT-2014-02-16-00 

Buchanan  Co  Sheriff's  Dept-Buchanan  Co  H 

"is  nnn  nn 

54  98S  84 

402 

PT-2014-02-17-00 

Butler  Co  Sheriff's  Dept-MoDOT,HMV  Enfor 

"5^  fi74  sn 

$3  672  56 

402 

PT-2014-02-18-00 

Callaway  Co  Sherlff-Callaway  Co  Sheriff 

^1 1  907  nn 

$10  520  13 

PT-2014-02-19-00 

Camden  Co  Sheriffs  Office-Hazardous  Mov 

<7  "^nn  nn 

$7  489  76 

PT-2014-02-20-00 

Camdenton  Police  Dept-HMV  Overtime  Enfor 

y  i. ,  £.J\J  .\j\J 

$1  020  85 

PT-2014-02-21-00 

Cape  Girardeau  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Mov 

<fi  c;nn  nn 

$5  963  28 

PT-2014-02-22-00 

Cass  Co  Sheriffs  Office-HMV 

<fi  finn  nn 

<2  570  78 

PT-2G14-02-23-00 

Chesterfield  Police  Dept-HMV  Enforcement 

<Q  ^qn  ACi 

$6  232  48 

HU^ 

PT-2014-02-24-00 

Chillicothe  Police-Hazardous  Moving  Viol 

<3  nnn  nn 

^181  69 

PT-2014-02-25-00 

Clav  Countv  Sheriff  s  Offlce-Ha2ardous  M 

$3  875  58 

PT-2014-02-26-00 

Cole  Co  Sheriff's  Dept-HMV  Enforcement 

<c:  nnn  nn 

S4  865  73 

PT-2014-02-27-00 

Columbia  Police  Dent-Hazardous  Movin?  En 

tin  nnn  nn 

<3  759  G8 

PT-2014-02-28-00 

Creve  Coeur  Police  Deot-Soeed  Enforcemen 

^1  ^  V  ^  ^^W&  U 1    1   Wl                      W  ^                wW   kill  Wl            il^l  1 

tin  nnn  nn 

5 10  000  00 

PT-2014-02-29-aO 

Ch/stal  Cttv  Police  Deot-Hazardous  Movin 

&A  nnn  nn 

S3  976  27 

PT-2014-02-30-00 

1    1    ^v/X^  U«_   wU  Uw 

Dps  Peres  Dent  of  Public  Safetv-HMV 

<o  C7n  nn 

$1  750.72 

*fUZ 

PT-2014-02-31-00 

Furpka  Polirp  Dpnt-Hazardous  Movinp  Viol 

L_  \Ji  \  \^  1\  CI    1   \J  11^^   1-^  ^  yj  L    IIO^Olu  \J  M  ^   1  V 1  \J  V  1  1  1  g    VI  w  1 

<i  9  nnn  nn 

§10  830  75 

An  9 

PT-2014-02-32-0Q 

Farminpton  Polirp  Dpot-Hazardous  Movinp 

1  Ollllll  Ig  L  W 1  1    1    W 1 1  \^  1— /               IIO^OIU  W  U  <J   1 V  1  \J  V  1  1  1  g 

<c  nnn  nn 

$5  11^  60 

PT-2014-02-33-00 

Pprsuson  Pollrp-Hazardous  Movins?  Vinlati 

1  bIKUJWII    1    Wl  IVx^    lia^ulUwUiS  IVIWVII  Ig    V  l  Wlu  li 

not;  no 

<4  749  1 7 

PT.9014-Q9.34^0 

Fpctijc  Polirp  DpDt-HMV  Duprtimp  Fnfnrrpm 

Coc  nno  no 

§25  nnn  nn 

An9 

fnoric^sant  Police  Dpnt-Hazardouc  Mnx/ina 

nwii33aiifc  rwii\«c  t#ww%  riQ&siwwUd  iviwvii iq 

<i  n  nnn  nn 

^XUfUUU.UU 

§9  429  74 

PT-2014-02-36-00 

Franklin  Co  Sheriffs  Deot-HMV  Enf 

1  lOIIIXIlll  X«W  Wllbllll  0  l^lBKrK  IIITIV  Inlii 

nnn  nn 

S33  075  49 

409 

PT-2014-02-37-00 

Gladstone  Public  Safety-Hazardous  Moving 

<7  R7S  nn 

$6  589  38 

409 

PT-2014-02-38-00 

Glendale  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving  Vi 

$2  000  00 

$1,970.83 

402 

PT-2014-02-39-00 

Grain  Valley  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Movin 

$2  688  00 

y       WUW<  WW 

$431.01 

409 

PT-2014-02-40-00 

Grandview  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving  V 

■^in  nnn  nn 

±,\j  f\j\j\j 

$9,884.76 

409 

PT-2014-02-41-00 

1     1     ^W«^a    WMB     ■  WW 

Greene  Co  Sheriff-HMV  Traffic  Enforcemen 

$97  1S4  27 

$90  712  49 

tu^ 

PT-2014-02-42-00 

1    1    4bW            W4>     ■  &  WW 

Greene  Co  Sheriff-2014  HMV  Enforcement 

<7s  nnn  nn 

S74  990  66 

y  •  T^^i^«^W»  WW 

PT-2014-02-43-00 

1    1     dWA~  W4»     1  ^  WW 

Hazelwood  Police  Deot-Hazardous  Movins  V 

1  lOaa^l  Vv  www  ■   Wl  1           %^\mmm  V    1  1             i  W  W  Wi9  1 V 1 W  w  1 1  IK  w 

<i  R  Ann  nn 

$16  Oil  97 

A09 

PT-2014-02-44-00 

HoUister  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving  V 

<7  cnn  nn 

$0.00 

^09 

PT- 2014-02-45-00 

1    1    &WA~  W^  ~ ^  WW 

Howell  Co  Sheriff-Hazardous  Movinc  Viola 

1  1  w  VV  w  1 1       W  aJIIWI  III    1  IQ&OI  Vi  W  V  ij   1 V  1 W  VIII K    V  1 W 1 0 

nnn  nn 

$4,997.72 

409 

PT'2014-02-46-0d 

1  I  ^wJi  1  Wfc    iw  WW 

Indeoendence  Police  Deot-HMV 

II  l^tf^B^Vl  llil^l  IwW  1  ^rtlww  |V^M  W%  1  IIVIv 

$170  000  00 

$170,000  00 

^•&«  WfWWWaWW 

409 

PT-2014-02-47-00 

Jackson  Co  Sheriff-Hazardous  Moving  Viol 

<20  000  00 

y&Wf  W  W  W  •  wU 

$13,784.04 

409 

PT-2014-02-48-00 

Jackson  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving  Vio 

000  no 

$2,632.33 

HUZ 

PT-2014-02-49-00 

Jasper  Co  Sheriffs  Office-HMV 

000  00 

$6,362.08 

AO  9 

PT-2014-02-50-00 

1      1      «^WX^    W^    *^\J  WW 

Jefferson  City  PD-Hazardous  Moving  Viola 

§20  nnn  nn 

$18,046.76 

PT-2014-02-51-00 

1     1     4L-  W  X^    W^    ^  X  WW 

Jefferson  Co  Sheriff's  Office-Hazardous 

^ifi7  RQ";  nn 

$167,878.10 

4Uz 

PT-9014-09-S9-00 

Joolln  Police  Deot-HMV  Officer  Overtime 

JWkJIII  1   1  Wll\«^  vbWfc    IIIVIV    \^lll%«bl  %^VWI^IIII^ 

<in  nnn  nn 

$9,487.25 

Kansas  CItv  Bd  of  Police  Comm-HMV  Grant 

$208  774  41 

y  &WWj  #  t^m^A 

hUz 

PT-9ni  4-n2-'>4-nn 

Kan^a^  Citv  MO  Rri  of  Polirp  Comm-Advance 

l\0  t  Um  ^  ^ '  ^  y    '  *  1  V—/   L^U   \J  1    1    w  1  1     ^  V^w  1  1  1 1  1  1    rWJ  V  O  1  1 V_- 

IfiO  00 

SlO  262  96 

4Uz 

PT-2014-02-55-00 

1     1     ^\m/  X^               -J  ^  \J\J 

Kearney  Police  Dept-Accident  Reduction  9 

000  00 

$2,803.80 

4Uz 

PT-2014-02-56-00 

Kennett  Police  Dept-Speed  and  HMV  Enforc 

SOO  00 

$3,445.92 

4Uz 

PT-2014-02-57-00 

Kirkwood  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving  VI 

nnn  nn 

$9,827.48 

An9 

r  1   ^wX*t          JO  WW 

Lake  Lotawana  Police-Hazardous  Movins  VI 

i\w  kw %ci  wm  lo  1  wiiWw  1  ta&vi i  w^#wv  i v i w  v  % i       v  ■ 

S3  406  25 

$2,631.07 

402 

PT-2014-02-S9-00 

1    1    fcWA  1    Wfc  WW 

Lake  St  Louis  Police  Dept-HMV  Enforcemen 

$5,067.75 

$4,605.10 

402 

PT-20144)2-60-dO 

Lawrence  Co  Sheriffs  Dept-Hazardous  Mov 

$3,160.50 

$3,024.97 

402 

PT-2014-02-61-00 

Lee's  Summit  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Movin 

$30,000.00 

$22,491.13 

402 

PT-2014-02-62-00 

Liberty  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving  Vio 

$9,000.00 

$8,783.98 

402 

PT-2014~02-63-00 

Livingston  Co  Sheriffs  Dept-Uvingston 

$2,000.00 

$1,860.41 

402 

PT-2014-02-64-00 

Manchester  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving 

$5,075.00 

$5,019.27 
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Program 

Project 

Description 

Obligated  Funds 

Expended  Funds 

402 

PT-2014-02-65-00 

l^lssouri  Southiern  State  University-Law  E 

$24,000.00 

$24,000.00 

402 

PT-2014-02-66-00 

MSHP-Radar/EVOC/lnstr  Develp/Eq 

$86,784.00 

$80,947.20 

402 

PT-20144)2'67-00 

MSHP-Skill  Development 

$25,000.00 

$14,615.63 

402 

PT-2014-02-68-00 

IVIoline  Acres  Police-Traffic  Enforcement 

$8,000.00 

$7,996.07 

402 

PT-2014-02-69-00 

Mountain  View  Police  Dept-HMV 

$1,500.00 

$1,457.86 

402 

PT-2014-02-70-00 

Nevada  i  OuCt  Dept-HMV  Enforcement 

$7,295.00 

$5,903.55 

402 

PT-2014-02-71-00 

Newton  Co  Sfieriff's  Dept-Hazardous  Movin 

$6,800.00 

$6,159.81 

402 

PT-2014-02-72-00 

Nixa  Police  Dept-IHMV  Grant 

$10,000.00 

$5,731.08 

402 

PT-2014-02-73-00 

North  Kansas  City  Police-Hazardous  Movin 

$5,000.00 

$3,014.87 

402 

PT-2014-02-74-00 

OlivettS  Police  Dept-HMV  Grant 

$4,500.00 

$4,436.48 

402 

PT-2014-02-75-00 

Osage  Beach  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving 

$5,000.00 

$2,635.34 

402 

PT-2014-02-76-00 

Overland  Police-Hazardous  &  Speeding 

$7,528.05 

$6,620.61 

402 

PT-2014-02-77-00 

Ozark  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving  Viola 

$4,000.00 

$3,125.90 

402 

PT-2014-02-78-00 

Peculiar  Police  Dept-Hazardous  Moving  Vi 

$3,025.00 

$0.00 

402 

PT-2014-02-79-00 

Pemiscot  Co  Sheriff-Hazardous  Moving  Vio 

$2,000.00 

$943.96 

402 

PT-2014-02-80-00 

Pevely  Police  Dept-HMV  Enforcement 

$7,000.00 

$6,953.46 

402 

PT-2014-02-81-00 

Platte  Co  Sheriff-Hazardous  Moving  Viola 

$10,000.00 

$9,991.67 

402 

PT-2014-02-82-00 

Platte  Co  Sheriff-Traffic  Safety  Officer 

$20,434.50 

$18,020.04 

402 

PT-2014-02-83-00 

Potosi  Police-Hazardous  Moving  Violation 

$5,000.00 

$3,966.61 

402 

PT-2014-02-84-00 

Raymore  Police-Hazardous  Moving  Violatio 

$2,000.00 

$1,997.81 

402 

PT-2014-02-85-00 

Raytown  Police-Hazardous  Moving  Violatio 

$10,750.00 

$4,063.56 

402 

PT-2014-02-86-00 

Republic  Police-Traffic  Safety 

$2,500.00 

$2,057.32 

402 

PT  2014-02-87-00 

Richmond  Heights  Police-HMV  Enforcement 

$7,500.00 

$7,167.44 

402 

PT-2014-02-88-00 

Riverside  Public  Safety-Hazardous  Moving 

$3,000.00 

$2,378.07 

402 

PT-2014-02-89-00 

Rolla  Police-Hazardous  Moving  Violation 

$6,000.00 

$5,999.45 

402 

PT-2014-02-90-dO 

Scott  Co  Sheriff-Hazardous  Moving  Enforc 

$2,800.00 

$2,557.50 

402 

PT-2014-02-91-00 

Sedalla  Poll(»-Harardous  Moving  Violatio 

$5,500.00 

$1,555.10 

402 

PT-2014-02-92-00 

Seymour  Police-Traffic  Safety  Grant  2014 

$2,000.00 

$255.00 

402 

PT-2014-02-93-00 

Shrewsbury  Police-HMV  and  Speeders 

$4,000.00 

$3,978.92 

402 

PT-2014-02-94-00 

Smithvilie  Police-Hazardous  Moving  Viola 

$3,000.00 

$1,905.76 

402 

PT-2014-02-95-00 

SpringfieldPolice-Hazardous  Moving  Viola 

$75,128.00 

$75,094.64 

402 

PT-2014-02-96-00 

St  Charles  City  Police-Hazardous  Moving 

$23,000.00 

$13,835.01 

402 

PT-2014-02-97-00 

St  Charles  Co  Sheriff-Hazardous  Moving  V 

$22,000.00 

$17,508.08 

402 

PT-2014-02-98-00 

St  Clair  Police-Speed  /  HMV  Enforcement 

$5,126.40 

$5,057.73 

402 

PT-2014-02-99-00 

St  John  Police-Hazardous  Moving  Violatio 

$6,000.00 

$5,986.64 

402 

PT-2014-02-A0-00 

St  Joseph  Police-Hazardous  Moving  Violat 

$6,193.44 

$5,891.18 

402 

PT-2014-02-A1-00 

St  Louis  Co  Poiice-Highway  Safety  Unit 

$313,651.00 

$262,553.63 

402 

PT-20144)2-A2-00 

St  Louis  Metro  PD-Haz  Violations/Speed  E 

$180,014.00 

$142,374.32 

402 

PT-2014-02-A3-00 

St  Peters  Police-HMV  2013-2014 

$20,000.00 

$19,991.31 

402 

PT-2014-02-A4-00 

St  Robert  Police-Hazardous  Moving  Violat 

$3,000.00 

$2,969.02 

402 

PT-2014-02-A5-00 

Stone  Co  Sheriff-Speed  Demons 

$5,200.00 

$3,996.77 

402 

PT-2014-02-A6-00 

Town  &  Country  Police-HMV  Enforcement 

$16,000.00 

$8,211.91 

402 

PT-2014-02-A7-00 

THSD-Engineering  Coordination 

$1,650.00 

$0.00 

402 

PT-2014^2-A8-00 

THSD-Mature  Driver  Progratti 

$4,000.00 

$463.32 

402 

PT-2014-02-A9-00 

THSD-Tween  Safety  Program 

$20,000.00 

$9,627.31 

402 

PT-2014-02-B0-00 

THSD-Public  Information  &  Education  Gene 

$20,000.00 

$496.00 

402 

PT-2014-02-B1-00 

THSD-PI  Creative  Services 

$30,000.00 

$24,425.00 

402 

PT-2014-02-B2-00 

THSD-Statewide  HMV 

$36,000.00 

$28,770.15 

402 

PT-2014-02-B3-00 

THSD-PTS  Program  Coordination 

$250,000.00 

$249,843.32 

402 

PT-2014-02-B4-00 

Troy  Police-Hazardous  Moving  Violations 

$6,000.00 

$6,000.00 

402 

PT-2014-02-B5-00 

Union  police-Hazanloas  Moving  Violation 

$7,497.00 

$7,485.78 

402 

PT-2014-02-B6-00 

University  City  Police-Hazardous  Moving 

$2,520.00 

$2,481.09 
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Pmvram 

Dpvrlntlnn 

CA|n3niJf5y  runua 

402 

PT-2014-02-B7-00 

Washlheton  Co  Sherlff-HMV 

000  00 

Co  AfiA  *;? 

402 

PT-2014-02-B8-00 

Wsshington  Police-Hazardous  Moving  Viola 

$6  000  00 

01 

402 

PT-2014-02-B9-00 

Wayne  Co  Sheriff-Hazardous  Moving  VehicI 

<6  545  00 

QR7  7f; 

402 

PT-2014-02-C0-00 

Webb  Citv  Police-Hazardou*;  Movin?  Vinlat 

$8  noo  00 

^7  7QR  7R 

402 

PT-2014-02-C1-00 

Webster  Co  Sheriff-HMV  Overtime  2014 

$5  000  00 

<^  1QQ 

402 

PT-2014-02-C2-00 

I     1          \^ ■    V&  «#V 

Webster  Groves  Police-HMV  FY2014 

V  V  wWv%W1                 V           fl  Wl  1  w«tf    IIIVlW    1    1  ^WiA^T 

S3  500  00 

AQA  nfi 

402 

PT-2014-02-C3-0Q 

WentzviUe  Poltce-Hazafdaiis  MovEnfl  Viola 

<7  iQg  go 

<fi  Af«A  97 

402 

PT-2014-02-C4-00 

West  Plains  Police-IHMV  2014 

§4  000  00 

A1 1  RO 

402 

PT-2014-02-C5-00 

Willow  *?nrinp*s  Pnlirp-Hazarrimit;  Mnvinp  V 

^00  00 

<Q^?  nQ 

1     1     ^U-L^  V^V,/ 

Bvrnps  Mill  Polirp  Dpnt-HMV 

Ljyill^O   IVIIII    1    V./ll^^    L-/  ^k/L  IIIVIV 

"is  042  2"; 

<^  nAn  nn 

MO  Police  Chiefs  Assoc-2014  LETSAC  fonf 

"52^  soo  on 

t?n  QA?  nA 

*tWA 

Police  Traffic  Serwices  Total 

■  Wll\«w  ■  ■  Ql wd  wlVw3  ■  V%OI 

$3  307  531  fil 

^2  s^n  n7  A^ 

IWISIHP-SAC  SuDOort 

174Q7 

<n  nn 

402 

Traffic  Records  Total 

$5  174  92 

$0  00 

402 

AI-2014-04-01-00 

/  ^  J    ^  w           w~  w  WW 

MO  Safptv  Cpntpr-Crash  Invpstipation  Tra 

1 V 1         mJO  I  \^  Ky            1  1        1            OiJII    IIIV^iJ  L 1  KG  LI  W  11    1  1  CI 

<62  999  98 

<A8  339  16 

Al-5ni  4-04-02-00 

M^HP-Arridpnt  ln\/p<:ti?atinn  Tralninp 

iviijiir  m<i<iuciik  II 1  vco kiQw LI wi  1  iiciiiiiiig 

^78  SO?  SO 

$4fi  487  8fi 

Accident  Inuectlffatinn  Total 

<1A1  ^n?  AR 

rp-?ni4  nQ-oi  nn 

v^ci^c  uiidiucau  >jaic  ^uiiiiiiuiiilicd  i  coiii  jiji 

^isn  ?'ifi  ?Q 

$1  3Q  237  47 

rP-2014-0Q-02-00 

MO'<i  Youth  Adult  Alliance-MO  It  Onlw  Tak 

iviw  9  1      LI  1  ry\j u  1 L  mi la i  i^c  ivi w  i  i  wi  1 1 y  i  o i\ 

<?7  R7A  nn 

$25  0fi4  00 

A!n7 

1  riwii/^ T  wuiig  iji  ivci 

<^R  Ann  nn 

$^7  701  1 7 

rp.7ni  4.nq-n4-no 

llnlu  of  MO  Pitratnr^-Think'Firc:t  Mic^niiri 

Ul  IIV  WI  IVI       ^Ul  O  lUI  3    lllllll^rllol  IVII33ULIII 

$3RS  387  ^7 

402 

Communitv  Traffic  Safetv  Protect  Total 

^v^^l  ■  II  ■  1  WI  IImW    llWIii^  ^W  1  W  ^  W   1  1  \#J  W  v%    1  1 

S644  729  33 

$587  390  21 

402 

DE-2014-02-01-00 

Missouri  Police  Chiefs  Assoc-Law  Enf  Dri 

i Vi  U  JW  W  i  1   1  ^^1 1  WW          1 1  w  i  10  r^wid  w  V    IbU  WW   i»  1  1  1    i^l  1 

$34  058  72 

$34  058  72 

y*^^^W*JUi  /  ^ 

402 

DE-2Q14-02-02-aO 

AUX^  U&  V&~wW 

MlfisOLifi  ^ffitv  CflirftiBr-Drf\iNBr  IrnDrovfimen 

IVIra9WWi  1  wCllw«y  wdlliGI'  vl  1  Vvl  III 1/WwlIld  1 

$35  g24  96 

i^WW|«JArT*9W 

$33^29  76 

nF-?ni  A-n?-m-no 

Mi<;<;mjri  *?hpriff'<;  A*;<;nr-FiTiprppnrv  Vph  H 

IVIUJUUII  •JIIV^IIII   J        J i-illv^lKtllV^y    V^ll  L/ 

§12  099  00 

IRQ  Q4 

tux 

nF-2014-n2-04-00 

llniv  nf  MO  riirator<;-Mnhilp  App*  Hn^n  Tra 

U  1  1 1  V  U  i    1 VIX^  ^UiaiUiJ    IVIUUIIC.  riKC  •    1  I               ^1  CI 

<-y-j  031  36 

$64  37S  S7 

402 

Drix/er  Education  Total 

t^l  1  V  ^1    k  W  W  wW             i    1  w  LCI  1 

Sl58  814  04 

$140  253  99 

ni  -2014-02-01-00 

ruratnr*;  of  Unix/  nf  MO  *5t  1  -Phv<;irian  In 

^uiaiuid  ui  wiiiv  \jt  iviv/       L  riiy^iwiaii  iii 

$91  310  Sfi 

ytj           J.\J  .J\J 

$82  222  OR 

DL-2014-Q2-02-00 

Washinffton  Univ-Exoandlnff  Medical  Fitnp^ 

VV  ddl  III  IKfcWI  1  wlllV    b/VWOIIWIIIK  IVIGUI\«Cll  1  ILIItiJ 

$74  055  62 

$74  OSS  23 

Driiffir  Licensinff  Total 

$165  366  18 

$156  277  31 

RH-2Q14-02-01-00 

MO  Oneration  LIfesaver-fMO  ODfiratlon  Life 

$15  OOOiX) 

$12  625  56 

Railroad/Hlffhwav  Crosslnffs  Total 

$15  000  00 

$12  625  56 

R*;-?ni4-i  1  -01  nn 

f\j^UJ.^  J.J.  UX  \J\J 

THSD-MnDOT  Traffic  5afptv  Confprcncp 

1  1  1  ij      1  vi  w  u\j  1    1  1  a  1 1      JO  iciy  v^l^iiicici  il<c 

$36  000  00 

$3S  207  06 

THSD  TEAP 

$60,000.00 

$55  820  68 

y  ^       W  ^  W  •  WW 

Rnadufsu  ^afptu  Tntal 

$96  000  00 

i^9WfWWU*Uw 

$91  027  74 

(:A-2ni  4.nQ-ni  -no 

Pane  f^irarrlpau  ^afp  CoiniTi-Canp  G  Safe  Com 

$79  514  40 

$61  109  14 

y  w       X  w?  •  X*T 

An? 

CA.7ni  4-00412-0(1 

07arlr  Technical  Comin  Coll-^afe  Communlti 

W&fll  1^  ICvillllbCII  wwllllll  ^Wll  wOlC  ^wl  1 11 1  lUI llfcl 

$39  785  00 

$28  862  16 

An? 

St  Josenh  Safetv  ft  Health  Cnuncil-Traffi 

wfc  4  wMwlJi  1  vQi  wiiy  %J(  1  icai  11  ■        uii\«ii  iiaiii 

$59  987  80 

$58  822  75 

Safe  Communities  Total 

$179  287  20 

$148  794  05 

An? 

<;F-201  4-02-01-00 

Harri<;nn\/illp  Policp-Soppdinc? 

iiaiiiduiiviii^  w  wii ■jwbbwi  1  IK 

$2  000  00 

WW  W>  WW 

$2  000  00 

y       WWW*  WW 

AO  9 

<;F-2ni  4-02-02-00 

Man/land  Hfilffhts  Pollce<-l  270  Soeed  Enfo 

iviai  yiciiiu  iid^iiViS  rviivc  i  &fww|jccw  kiiiw 

$17  288  64 

$13  828  28 

An? 

<;F-201  4-02-0^-00 

n'FalInn  Pnlirp-Snppdinp/Rpd  Lieht  Enfor 

\j  1  o  1  iwi  1  r  w  1 J VI 1 1  Iq/            ^igiiL  ^iiiwi 

$21 838  08 

$19  772  07 

An  9 

(;F-2ni4-02-04-00 

Phplns  Co  Shpriff-Snppd  Enforcpmpnt  Prol 

1^  1 1  w  1           ^^w  ^ll^illi    ^Uwww    L^lll  w  IVfV^III^IIL  1    1  w  J 

$4,500.00 

$3,957.88 

An? 

SpGGd  Enforcement  Total 

$45,626.72 

$39,558.23 

An? 

rR-20i4-n';-0i-00 

TH^D-CPS  Proeram  Activities 

1  1  1  tjLy  vri  ^  r  1  wgi  will  f^vii  V 1  fci^>3 

$22  600  00 

^  ^  ^1  Www*  WW 

$13,635.75 

An? 

rR-2ni  4-0';-02-00 

TH^D-Child  Pas^enspf  Safetv  Coordination 

1 1  iwV  ^iiiiu  r  a JJ^i iRci  •jaic^y  wwwi  wii la^iwi i 

$66  000  00 

^  W  w^  WW  W  •  WW 

$34  122  02 

An? 

rR-2014-05-G3-00 

V>  1  \     4mVM~     W^     Wli^  WW 

Lincoln  Co  Health  Dept-2014  CPS  Summit 

$10,000.00 

$8,152.34 

402 

Child  Restraint  Total 

$98,600.00 

$55,910.11 

402 

PM-2014-02-01-00 

THSD-Work  Zone  Awareness 

$50,000.00 

$50,000.00 

402 

PM-2014-02-02-00 

THSD-Youth  Seat  Belt  Media 

$150,000.00 

$149,456.88 

402 

PM-2014-02-03-00 

THSD-Click  It  or  Ticket  Pd  Media 

$175,000.00 

$47,890.65 

402 

Paid  Advertising  Total 

$375,000.00 

$247,347.53 
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Program 

Project 

Description 

Obligated  Funds 

Expended  Funds 

402 

YA-2014-03-01-00 

THSD-Youth  Alcohol  Program  Coordination 

$81,400.00 

$79,531.02 

402 

Youth  Alcohol  Total 

$81,400.00 

$79,531.02 

NHTSA  402  Total 

$6,996,668.58 

$4,968,669.25 

408 

K9-2014-04-00-00 

THSD-Statewlde  Data  Program 

$0.00 

$0.00 

408 

K9-2014-04-02-00 

MSHP-Statewide  Traffic  Accident  Records 

$74,831.92 

$74,831.92 

408 

K9-2014-04-03-00 

MSHP-STARS  and  PARS  Support 

$65,969.62 

$65,969.62 

408 

K9-2014-04-04-00 

OSCA-JIS  Conversion  &  Statewide  Monitori 

$173,786.45 

$173,786.45 

408 

K9-2014-04-06-00 

THSD-Trafffc  Records  Program 

$648.77 

$648.77 

408 

K9-2014-04-09-00 

REJIS-Electronic  Records  Adoption  Improv 

$17,448.72 

$17,448.72 

408 

K9-2014-04-10-00 

REJIS-LETS  Sustainment  and  Enhancements 

$17,005.00 

$17,005.00 

408 

K9-2014-04-12-00 

MO  DHSS-CODES  Linkage 

$1,300.00 

$1,300.00 

408  Data  Pn^ram  Ineenthre  Total 

$350,990.48 

$3H),990.48 

410 

K8-2014-03-00-00 

THSD-Statewide  Alcohol  Program 

$0.00 

$0.00 

410 

K8-2014-03-01-00 

THSD-Travel  and  Sponsorship 

$500.00 

$500.00 

410 

K8-2014-03-03-00 

Ballwin  Police  Dept-DWI 

$7,493.04 

$7,493.04 

410 

K8-20 14-03-04-00 

Barton  Co  Sheriff-Sobriety  Checlcpoint 

$1,202.47 

$1,202.47 

410 

K8-2014-03-05-00 

Benton  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforcement  Campai 

$2,756.11 

$2,756.11 

410 

K8-2014-03-06-00 

Berkeley  Police  Dept-DWI  Saturation  l^tr 

$56.94 

$56.94 

410 

K8-2014-03-07-00 

Billings  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$2,180.37 

$2,180.37 

410 

K8-2014-03-10-G0 

Carterville  Police-Operation  Zero  Tolera 

$4,412.51 

$4,412.51 

410 

K8  2014-03-11-00 

Carthage  Police  Dept-Wolf  Pack  /  Checkpo 

$3,096.69 

$3,096.69 

410 

K8-2014-03-12-00 

Charleston  Public  Safety-State  &  Comm  Hw 

$454.80 

$454.80 

410 

K8-2014-03-13-00 

Chesterfield  Police-DWI  Enforcement 

$5,723.75 

$5,723.75 

410 

K8-2014-03-14-00 

Chesterfield  Police-Sobriety  Checkpoint 

$9,790.87 

$9,790.87 

410 

K8-2014-03-15-00 

Christian  Co  Sherlff-DWI  Enforcement 

$8,410.50 

$8,410.50 

410 

K8-2014-03-16-00 

Clark  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforcement 

$6,208.00 

$6,208.00 

410 

K8-2014-03-17-00 

Cottleville  Police-St  Charles  Co  DWI  Tas 

$1,934.91 

$1,934.91 

410 

K8-2014-03-18-00 

Creve  Coeur  Police-You  Drink  You  Drive  Y 

$3,245.08 

$3,245.08 

410 

K8-2014-03-19-00 

Creve  Coeur  Police-DWI  Sobriety  Ckpoint 

$11,037.57 

$11,037.57 

410 

K8-2014-03-20-00 

Creve  Coeur  Police-DWI  Officer 

$40,178.65 

$40,178.65 

410 

K8-2014-03-21-00 

Crocker  Police-DWI  Saturation  /  Ckpoints 

$2,980.80 

$2,980.80 

410 

K8-2014-03-23-00 

Des  Peres  Public  Safety-DWI  Enforcement 

$773.84 

$773.84 

410 

K8-20 14-03-24-00 

Dexter  Police-Sobriety  Checkpoint 

$4,632.35 

$4,632.35 

410 

K8-2014-03-25-00 

Eureka  Police-DWI  Enforcement 

$1,753.31 

$1,753.31 

410 

K8-2014-03-26-00 

Eureka  Police-Sobriety  Checkpoint 

$6,915.78 

$6,915.78 

410 

K8-2014-03-27-00 

Festus  Police-DWI  Overtime  Enforcement 

$7,948.16 

$7,948.16 

410 

K8-2014-03-28-00 

Festus  Police-Youth  Alcohol  Overtime  Enf 

$2,062.71 

$2,062.71 

410 

K8  2014-03-29-00 

Franklin  Co  Sheriff-Alcohol  Enforcement 

$35,280.60 

$35,260.60 

410 

K8-2014-03-30-00 

Franklin  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Unit 

$82,809.61 

$82,809.61 

410 

K8-2014-03-31-00 

Greene  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforcement 

$52,012.44 

$52,012.44 

410 

K8-2014-03-32-00 

Hazelwood  Police-BATVan  Operator 

$3,203.60 

$3,203.60 

410 

K8-2014-03-33-00 

Hazelwood  Pollce-DWl  Enforcement  Program 

$22,426.49 

$22,426.49 

410 

K8-2014-03-34-00 

Jefferson  City  Police-DWI  Enforcement 

$21,133.56 

$21,133.56 

410 

K8-2014-03-35-00 

Jefferson  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforce  Overtim 

$203,038.17 

$203,038.17 

410 

K8-2014-03-36-00 

Jefferson  Co  Sheriff- Youth  Alcohol 

$160,230.34 

$160,230.34 

410 

K8-2014-03-37-00 

Jefferson  Co  Sheriff-Sobriety  Checkpoint 

$24,060.64 

$24,060.64 

410 

K8-2014-03-38-00 

Jefferson  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforcement  Uni 

$163,702.57 

$163,702.57 

410 

K8-2014-03-39'00 

Kansas  City  Bd  of  Police  Comm-Sobriety  C 

$36,050.30 

$36,050.30 

410 

K8-2014-03-40-00 

Kansas  Oty  Bd  of  Police  Comm-Youth  Aleoi 

$7,219.69 

$7,219.® 

410 

K8-2014-03-41-00 

Kansas  City  Bd  of  Police  Comm-DWi  Enforc 

$24,103.55 

$24,103.55 
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410 

K8-2014-03-42-00 

Kearney  Police-DWI  Enforcement  Patrol 

$2,660.66 

$2  660  66 

410 

K8-2014-03-43-00 

Lake  St  Louis  Police-DWI  Saturation  Patr 

$4,302.46 

$4,302.46 

410 

K8-2014-03-44-00 

Lake  St  Louis  Police-DWI  Checkpoint 

$4,329.49 

$4,329.49 

410 

K8-2014-03-45-00 

Lee's  Summit  Police-DWI  Enforcement 

$24,689.80 

$24  689  80 

410 

K8-2014-03-46-00 

Livingston  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Project 

$932.65 

$932  65 

W  W*^ 

410 

K8-2014-03-47-00 

l\Aanchester  Potlce-DWI  Saturation  Patrols 

$3,481.80 

$3,481.80 

410 

K8-2014-03-49-00 

Marshall  Police-Sobriety  Checkpoints 

$4  895  25 

^^^^  W«^a^  m^m^ 

$4  895  25 

410 

K8-2014-03-50-00 

MO  Police  Chiefs  Assoc-DITEP 

$27,879.02 

$27,879.02 

410 

K8-2014-03-51-00 

MO  Southern  St  Univ-Alcohol  Training  for 

$48,000.00 

$48  000  00 

^^T\J f  W  V  W  •  W  W 

410 

K8-2014-03-52-00 

MO  Offc  Prosectitlon  Sen^-Traffic  Safety 

$153  882  78 

^  AWW^%^W4*a  m  W 

$153  882  78 

410 

K8-2014-03-53-00 

MSHP-DRE/BAC/SFST/ARIDE/DRE  Conf 

$48,542.67 

$48,542.67 

410 

K8-2014-03-56-00 

Nixa  Police-DWI  Enforcement 

$6,990.18 

$6,990.18 

410 

K8-2014-03-57-00 

Noel  Police-DWI  Saturation  Patrol 

$750.00 

$750.00 

410 

K8-2014-03-58-00 

O'Fallon  Police-DWI  Saturation  Enf  (Wolf 

$14,577.54 

$14,577.54 

410 

K8-2014-03-59-00 

O'Fallon  Police-Sobriety  Checkpoint 

$6,514.32 

$6,514.32 

410 

K8-2014-03-60-00 

O'Fallon  Police-Youth  Alcohol  Before  Th 

$5,168.80 

$5,168.80 

410 

K8-2014-03-61-4)0 

Olivette  Police-DWI  Ckpoint  &  Qty  Wide 

$8,473.61 

$8,473.61 

410 

K8-2014-03-62-00 

Overland  Police-Checkpoint,  Saturation  & 

$16,601.13 

$16,601.13 

410 

K8-2014-03-63-00 

Parma  Police  Dept-Southeast  Missouri  DWI 

$866.58 

$866.58 

410 

K8-2014-03-65-00 

Pevely  Police-DWI  Wolfpack 

$7,000.00 

$7,000.00 

410 

K8-2014-03-66-00 

Pike  Co  Sheriff-Pike  Co  Crackdown  on  DWI 

$648.86 

$648.86 

410 

K8-2014-03-67-00 

Platte  Co  Sheriff's  Office-DWI  Checkpoln 

$4,097.45 

$4,097.45 

y  •  ^  Wa^  9  •^TW 

410 

1(8-2014-03-^-00 

Ji  1     II  ■     WW  WW 

Pleasant  Hill  Police  Dept-DWl  GRANTS 

$2,448.11 

S2  448  11 

410 

K8-2014-03-69-00 

PotosI  Police  Dept-DWl  Enforcement/DWI  C 

$4  778  95 

^^T^  W     9  W««^B^ 

$4  778  95 

410 

K8-2014-03-70-00 

Riverside  Dept  of  Public  Safety-DWI  Enfo 

$2,933.58 

$2,933.58 

410 

K8-2014-03-71-00 

Scott  City  Police  Dept-SE  MO  DWI  Taskfor 

$2,077.14 

$2,077.14 

410 

K8-2014-03-72-00 

Sedalia  Police  Dept-DWl  Enforcement 

$2,673.84 

$2,673.84 

410 

K8-2014-03-74-00 

Sikeston  Dept  of  Public  Safety-South  Eas 

$371.43 

$371.43 

410 

K8-2014-03-75-00 

IXU    ^W^b^T    WW    9  W  WW 

Smithville  Police  Dept-DWl  Wolfpack 

$2,915.70 

$2  915  70 

410 

K8-2014-03-76-00 

Smithville  Police  Dept-Joint  Clay  Platte 

$2,296.25 

$2,296.25 

410 

K8-2014-03-77-00 

Springfield  Police  Dept- Youth  Alcohol  En 

$21,048.55 

$21  048  55 

410 

K8-2014-03-78-00 

St  Ann  Police  Dept-St  Ann  Police  DWI  Enf 

$3,906.34 

$3,906.34 

410 

K8-2014-03-80-00 

St  Charles  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforcement 

$20,621.06 

$20,621.06 

410 

K8-2014-03-81-00 

St  Charles  Go  Sheriffs  Dept-DWl  Check  P 

$6,071.96 

$6,071.96 

410 

K8-2014-03-82-00 

St  Charles  Co  Sheriff's  Dept-Youth  Alcoh 

$8,234.29 

$8,234.29 

410 

K8-2014-03-83-00 

St  Clair  Police  Dept-R.I.D. 

$5,122.71 

$5,122.71 

410 

K8-2014-03-84-00 

St  John  Police  Dept-Sobriety  Checkpoint 

$8,562.04 

$8,562.04 

410 

K8-2014-03-85-00 

St  John  Police  Dept-DWl  Enforcement 

$1,739.60 

$1,739.60 

410 

K8-2014-03-86-00 

St  Joseph  Police-Northwest  MO  DWI  Task  F 

$21,804.78 

$21,804.78 

410 

K8-2014-03-87-00 

I^W    &WA^   WW   Wv  WW 

St  Joseph  Police  Dept-Mldland  Empire  Ale 

$25,992.00 

$25,992.00 

410 

1^2014-03-88-00 

St  Louis  Co  Police  Dept-Sobrlety  Ckpoint 

$13,758.16 

$13,758.16 

410 

K8-2014-03-89-00 

THSD-Alcohol  Coordination 

$73,573.87 

$73,573.87 

410 

K8-2014-03-90-00 

Troy  Police  Dept-DWl  Enforcement 

$3,215.20 

$3,215.20 

410 

K8-2014-03-91-00 

Troy  Police  Dept-Sobrlety  Checkpoint 

$2,274.35 

$2,274.35 

410 

K8-2014-03-92-00 

Union  Police  Dept-DWl  Enforcement/Satura 

$10,536.84 

$10,536.84 

410 

K8-2014-03-93-00 

■^^^    mm%0A,^T  WW    ^  W  WW 

University  City  Police  Dept-DWl  Enforcem 

$934.04 

$934.04 

410 

1^2014-03-95-00 

Washington  Police  Dept-DWl  Enforcement 

$6,332.23 

$6,332.23 

410 

K8-2014-03-96-00 

Washington  Police  Dept-Youth  Alcohol  Enf 

$2,999.78 

$2,999.78 

410 

K8-2014-03-97-00 

Webster  Co  Sheriff's  Office-Youth  Alcoho 

$2,500.00 

$2,500.00 

410 

K8-2014-03-98-00 

Wentzville  Police  Dept-Under  Age  Drinkin 

$340.09 

$340.09 

410 

K8-2014-03-99-00 

Wentiville  Police  Dept-DWl  Sobriety  Chec 

$4,263.68 

$4,263.68 

410 

ia-2014-03-A0-00 

Wentzville  Police  Dept-DWl  Enforcement 

$8,883.36 

$8,883.36 
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410 

K8-2014-03-A1-00 

Raymore  Police-Sobriety  Ckpoint/DWI  Enfo 

$5,930.33 

$5,930.33 

410 

K8-2014-03-A2-00 

Liberty  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$1,777.89 

$1,777.89 

410  Alcohol  SAFETEA-LU  Total 

$1,647,203.97 

$1,647,203.97 

2010 

K6-2014-12-00-00      |THSD-Statewide  IVlotorcycle  Safety  Program 

$0.00 

$0.00 

2010 

K6-2014-12  ul           1 .  i  1^1^  tviOlOf  cycr^  Jo . L ly' /Vv\;oi  ci iCbj 

$89,667.46 

$89,667.46 

2010  Motorcycle  Safety  Incentive  Total 

$89,667.46 

$89,667.46 

2011 

K3-2G14-05-00-00 

THSD-Statewide  CPS 

$1,028.97 

$0.00 

2011 

K3-2014-05-01-00 

MO  Safety  Center-Enforcement  CPS  Weeic 

$86,432.92 

$56,038.48 

2011 

K3-2014-05-02-00 

THSD-CPS  2011(d) 

$50,835.62 

$32,303.81 

2011 

K3-2014-05-03-00 

THSD-Low  Income  Car  Seats 

$23,700.00 

$23,661.19 

2011 

2011  Child  Seat  Incentive  Total 

$161,997.51 

$112,003.48 

2011 

K3PIVI-2014-05-01-00 

THSD-Chlid  Passenger  Safety  Paid  Media 

$130,000.00 

$123,075.12 

2011 

2011  Paid  Media  Total 

$130,000.00 

$123,075.12 

2011  Child  Seats  Total 

$291,997.51 

$235,078.60 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-00-00 

THSD-Statewide  154AL  Program 

$2,768,616.45 

$0.00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-01-00 

MSHP-DWI  Tracking  System  (DWITS) 

$8,675.00 

$2,055.31 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-02-00 

MSHP-DWI  Saturations 

$190,976.44 

$154,916.34 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-03-00 

MSHP-Sobriety  Checkpoint 

$272,350.80 

$206,486.58 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-04-00 

Arnold  Police  Dept-Sobriety  Ckpt/Saturat 

$31,473.00 

$31,472.91 

154 

154AL-2014-AL  05  00 

Barry  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforcement 

$2,400.00 

$979.90 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-06-00 

Belton  Police  Dept-Sobriety  Checkpoint 

$10,800.00 

$6,913.10 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-07-00 

Belton  Police  Dept-DWI  Wolfpack 

$4,220.97 

$2,820.38 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-08-00 

Blue  Springs  Police-DWI  Sobriety  Ckpoint 

$8,000.00 

$0.00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-09-00 

Blue  Springs  Pollce-Wolf  Pack  DWi  Enforc 

$6,000.00 

$2,166.48 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-10-00 

Bolivar  Police  Dept-DWI  Grant 

$6,000.00 

$5,998.66 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-11-00 

Boone  Co  Sheriff- Youth  Alcohol  Enforceme 

$2,736.00 

$2,735.88 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-12-00 

Boone  Co  Sheriff-Sobriety  Ckpoint/Satura 

$25,160.00 

$7,540.15 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-13-00 

Boone  Co  Sheriff-Full  Time  DWI  /  Traffic 

$61,000.00 

$49,002.71 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-14-00 

Branson  Police  Dept-Youth  Alcohol  Enforc 

$3,000.00 

$0.00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-15-00 

Branson  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$4,000.00 

$0.00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-16-00 

Butler  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforcement 

$6,751.39 

$6,751.39 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-17-00 

Camden  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Reduction 

$15,000.00 

$14,999.48 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-18-00 

Cape  Girardeau  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforce  / 

$40,000.00 

$36,846.17 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-19'00 

Cape  Girardeau  Potice-DWI  Enforcement 

$9,800.00 

$9,785.45 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-20-00 

Cape  Girardeau  Police-Sobriety  Checkpoin 

$54,200.00 

$53,457.25 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-21-00 

Cape  Girardeau  Police-Youth  Alcohol  Enfo 

$3,000.00 

$1,235.39 

154 

154AL-2Q14-AL-22-00 

Caruthersville  Police-Soutiieast  DWITasIc 

$4,800.00 

$1,803.31 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-23-00 

Cass  Co  Sheriff-DWI  /  Checkpoint 

$17,687.38 

$8,374.20 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-24-00 

Clay  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforcement 

$10,000.00 

$1,631.28 

154 

IS4AL.2Q14-AL-25-00 

Clay  Co  Sheriff-Sobriety  Ckpoint/Task  Fo 

$4,800.00 

$1,573.96 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-26-OT 

Clay  Co  Sheriff  s-Youth  Aleohcri  Enforcem 

$3,500.00 

$0.00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-27-00 

Cleveland  Police  Dept-Co  Wide  Sobriety  C 

$1,998.00 

$1,035.44 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-28-00 

Cole  Co  Sheriff's-DWI  Enf/Sobrlety  Check 

$24,344.99 

$11,853.24 

154 

154AL-2014  AL-29-00 

Columbia  Police  Dept-DWI  Full  Time  Unit 

$73,468.80 

$70,772.08 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-30-00 

Columbia  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$25,000.00 

$18,425.88 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-31-00 

Crawford  County  Sheriffs-Traffic  Safety 

$7,425.00 

$180.00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-32-00 

Dallas  Co  Sherlff's-DWl  Enforcement 

$4,975.00 

$0.00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-33-00 

Excelsior  Sprifif^  Police  Dept-Ctey/Platt 

$2«400.00 

$2,390.01 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-34-00 

Florissant  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$15,000.00 

$3,578.87 
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154 

154AL-2014-AL-35-00 

Florissant  Police  Dept-Youth  Alcohol 

$5,000.00 

$0.00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-36-00 

Gladstone  Public  Safety-DWI  Enforcement 

$12,200.00 

$9,240.13 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-37-00 

Grain  Valley  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$2,800.00 

$375.55 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-38-00 

Grandview  Police  Dept-DUl  Enforcemerit 

$14,123.93 

$12,551.89 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-39-00 

Grandview  Police  Dept-Checkpoint 

$14,182.66 

$9,671.37 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-40-00 

Greene  Co  Sheriffs  Office-Youth  Alcohol 

$40,000.00 

$39  475  56 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-41-00 

Greene  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforcement  Unit 

$41,802.27 

$41,799.98 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-42-00 

Harrisonville  Police  Dept-DWI/Sobriety  C 

$3,000.00 

$1  757  30 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-43-00 

Hollister  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$2,775.00 

$150.76 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-44-00 

Howell  Co  Sheriffs  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$6,500.00 

$4,937.44 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-45-00 

Independence  Police  Dept-Sobriety  Ckpoin 

$207,000.00 

$207,000.00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-46-00 

Jackson  Co  Sheriff's  Office-Youth  Alcoho 

$3,750.00 

$3,465  00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-47-00 

Jackson  Co  Sheriffs  Office-DWI  Sob  Ckpo 

$35,780.00 

$17,519  82 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-48-00 

Jackson  County  Sheriff's  Office-DWI  Enf- 

$20,000.00 

$6  989  47 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-49-00 

Jackson  County  Sheriff-DWI  Unit  Salary 

$182,176.07 

$151,233.39 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-50-00 

Jackson  Co  Sheriff's  Office-DWI  Unit  Equ 

$70  000  00 

$70  000  00 

154 

154AL>'2014«AL-51'^ 

Jackson  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$4,750.00 

$4  514  85 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-52-00 

Jasper  Co  Sheriff's  Office-DWI  Wolf  Pack 

$23,000.00 

$19  223  93 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-53-00 

Joplin  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement  and  Y 

$12,000.00 

$10,069.09 

154 

154AL-2014-AL  54  00 

Joplin  Police  Dept-Full  Time  DWI  Unit 

$62,664.78 

$60,538.93 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-55-00 

Kennett  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$12,000.00 

$11,999.58 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-56-00 

Kennett  Police-Sobriety  Checkpoint 

$7,624.40 

$7,580.89 

154 

154AL-2Q14-AL.-57-00 

l^mar  Police  Dept-Working  Together  to  ge 

$2,100.00 

$2,058.22 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-58-00 

Lawrence  Co  Sheriffs  Dept-DWI  Enforceme 

$9,178.00 

$8,629.26 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-59-00 

Lebanon  Police  Dept-DWI  Sobriety  Checkpo 

$5,000.00 

$3,767.10 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-60-00 

Maryland  Heights  Police-DWI  Saturation  P 

$7,817.64 

$5,620.66 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-62-00 

Missouri  Safety  Center-Enforcement  State 

$362,032.96 

$256,042.40 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-63-00 

Missouri  Safety  Center-Impaired  Driving 

$343,197.09 

$233,088.59 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-64-00 

MO  Dept  of  Revenue-DOR  and  Law  Enforceme 

$30,081.36 

$19,363.15 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-65-00 

MO  Dept  of  Revenue-Attorney  and  Legal  As 

$146,404.54 

$111,874.69 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-66-00 

MO  Div  of  Alcohol  &  Tobacco  Control-AIco 

$35,370.00 

$17,808.29 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-67-00 

Monett  Police  Dept-Sobriety  Checkpoints 

$4,545.00 

$2,782.88 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-68-00 

MADD-Court  Monitoring 

$112,568.00 

$98,231.65 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-69-00 

Mountain  View  Police  Deiit-Checkpoints 

$3,000.00 

$2,890.82 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-70-00 

Neosho  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$6,500.00 

$6,282.79 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-71-00 

Nevada  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$3,975.00 

$2,959.87 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-72-00 

Newton  Co  Sheriffs  Dept-DWI 

$8,000.00 

$7,762.31 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-73-00 

OSCA-DWI  Court  Project 

$370,166.45 

$327,146.63 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-74-00 

Oronogo  Police  Dept-Southwest  MO  DWI  Tas 

$1,500.00 

$902.48 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-75-00 

Osage  Beach  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$4,500.00 

$2,138.00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-76-00 

Osage  Co  Sheriffs  Office-DWI  Enf^obrie 

$7,345.00 

$0.00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-77-00 

Ozark  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$3,000.00 

$2,993.61 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-78-00 

Ozark  Police  Dept-Sobriety  Checkpoint 

$5,000.00 

$3,227.27 

154 

154AL-2G14-AL  79-00 

Phelps  Co  Sheriff's  Dept  DWI  Enforcement 

$4,000.00 

$3,993.29 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-80-00 

Republic  Police  Dept-Sobriety  Ckpoints/D 

$10,000.00 

$5,822.24 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-81-00 

Rolla  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement/Sobrle 

$14,000.00 

$13,833.84 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-82-00 

Scott  Co  Sheriff's  Office-DWI  Patrol 

$5,000.00 

$4,295.00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-83-00 

Springfield  Police-DWI  Enforc/Sobriety  C 

$102,795.00 

$102,060.63 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-84-00 

St  Charles  City  Police  Dept-Sobriety  Ckp 

$30,360.00 

$20,164.37 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-8S-00 

St  Louis  Metro  Police  Dept-Sobriety  Chec 

$25,200.00 

$13,565.67 

154 

154AL  2014-AL-86-00 

St  Louis  Metro  Police-DWI  Enforcement 

$144,192.00 

$64,270.03 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-87-00 

St  Peters  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$30,000.00 

$29,913.51 

Page  8  of  10 

374 


Missouri  Highway  Safety  Plan  Annual  Report  Budget 

as  of  December  17, 2014 


Program 

Project 

Description 

Obligated  Funds 

Expended  Funds 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-88-00 

St  Robert  Police  Dept-Cliecl<points/Satura 

$8,951.32 

$4,800.11 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-89-00 

Ste  Genevieve  Co  Sheriff-Impaired  Dr  Enf 

$11,500.00 

$9,014.75 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-90-00 

stone  Co  Sheriff's  Office-Rolling  Drunk 

$10,070.00 

$9,983.96 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-91-00 

THSD-Youth  Alcohol  Projects 

$12,752.00 

$9,743.69 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-92-00 

THSD-Sobriety  Checkpoint  Equipment 

$50,000.00 

$45,944.77 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-93-00 

THSD-StatewideDWI 

$47,550.00 

$39,709.59 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-94-00 

THSD-Breath  Alcohol  Testing  Vans 

$40,000.00 

$0.00 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-95-00 

University  of  MO  Curators-SMART,  CHEERS, 

$301,963.68 

$286,488.69 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-96-00 

Velda  City  Police  Dept-DWI  Enforcement 

$6,000.00 

$2,631.52 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-97-00 

Washington  Co  Sheriff's  Dept-DWI  Patrol/ 

$5,200.00 

$5,105.49 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-98-00 

Webb  City  Police-DWI  Saturation  Patrols 

$12,000.00 

$11,818.47 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-99-00 

Webster  Co  Sheriff's  Office-DWI  14  Overt 

$9,000.00 

$6,247.48 

154 

154AL-2014-AL'-A0-00 

West  Plains  Police  Dept-Sobriety  Check  P 

$3,287.52 

$783.12 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-A1-00 

Willow  Springs  Police  Dept-Sobriety  Chec 

$4,500.00 

$2,162.14 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-A2-00 

THSD-lmpaired  Driving  Paid  Media  Campaig 

$505,000.00 

$474,541.92 

154 

154AL  2014  AL-A3-00 

Safe  and  Sober  Inc-MO  Safe  and  Sober 

$188,000.00 

$187,815.43 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-A4-00 

MSHP-Breath  Instrument  Upgrade 

$229,934.87 

$183,457.10 

154 

154AL-2014-AL-A5-00 

Byrnes  Mill  Police  Dept-DWI  Safety  Grant 

$7,563.38 

$7,552.20 

154 

154  Alcohol  Total 

$7,802,789.14 

$4,069,166.41 

154 

154HE-2014-HE-01-00 

MoDOT  Financial  Servloes-154  HE 

$16,881,137.50 

$16,881,137.50 

154 

154  Hazard  Elimination  Total 

$16,881,137.50 

$16,881,137.50 

154  Transfer  Funds  Total 

$24,683,926.64 

$20,950,303.91 

164 

164AL-2014-AL-00-00 

THSD-Statewide  164AL  Program 

$0.00 

$0.00 

164 

164AL-2014-AL-01-00 

MO  Safety  Center-Breath  Alcohol  Instr  Up 

$1,282,167.06 

$1,282,167.06 

164 

164AL-2014-AL-02-00 

THSD-Br^th  instrument  Upgrade 

$2,370.58 

$2,370.58 

164 

164AL-2014-AL-03-00 

MSHP-lmpaired  Driving  Equipment 

$24,701.00 

$24,701.00 

164 

164  Alcohol  Total 

$1,309,238.64 

$1,309,238.64 

164 

164HE-2014-HE-01-00 

MoDOT  Financial  Services- 164  HE 

$9,028,569.09 

$6,989,132.89 

164 

164  Haard  Ellminatlon  Total 

^989,132.89 

164  Transfer  Funds  Total 

$10,337,807.73 

$8,2^,371.53 

405b 

M2PE-2014-05-00-00 

THSD-Statewide  405b  OP  Low 

$531,570.03 

$0.00 

405b 

405b  Low  Public  Education  Total 

$531,570.03 

$0.00 

405b 

M2CSS-2014-05-01-00 

THSD-Child  Safety  Seats 

$63,000.00 

$0.00 

405b 

405b  Low  CSS  Purchase/Distribution  Total 

$63,000.00 

$0.00 

MAP  21 405b  OP  Low  Total 

$594,570.03 

$0.00 

405c 

M3DA-2014-04-00-00 

THSD-Statewide  405c  Data  Program 

$864,279.99 

$0.00 

405c 

M3DA-2014-04-01  00 

Nixa  Police  Dept  E  Citation 

$25,843.00 

$0.00 

405c 

M3DA-2014-04-02-00 

Cape  Girardeau  Police  Dept-E  Citation 

$19,450.00 

$0.00 

405c 

M3DA-2014-04-03-00 

THSD-Traffic  Records  Data  Improvement 

$0.00 

$0.00 

405c 

M3DA-2014-04-04-00 

OSCA-JIS  Conversion  &  Statewide  Monitori 

$0.00 

$0.00 

405c 

M3DA-2014-04-09-00 

Lee's  Summit  Police-Electronic  Ticketing 

$10,000.00 

$0.00 

405c 

M3DA-2014-04-10-00 

THSD-Traffic  Records 

$44,657.00 

$0.00 

405c 

M3DA-2014-04-11-00 

OCSA-JIS  Conversion  &  Monitoring 

$107,863.26 

$61,994.02 

405c 

M3DA-2014-04-12-00 

REJIS-LETS  Sustainment  &  Enhancements 

$111,083.00 

$13,629.36 

405c 

M3DA-2014-04-13-00 

REJIS-Electronic  Records  Adoption  Improv 

$12,449.28 

$11,206.42 

405c 

M3DA-2014-04-14-00 

MSHP-Statewide  Traffic  Accident  Records 

$44,493.08 

$32,876.21 

405c 

M3DA-2014-04'15-00 

MSHP-STARS  and  FARS  Support 

$4,756.29 

$2,885.62 

MAP  21 405c  Data  Program  Total 

$1,244,874.90 

$122,591.63 
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OawftpileA  - 

Obllgatad  Funds- 

Expendwf  Rinds 

405d 

M5H\/E-2014-03-00-00 

%W  I  mj  I  1  V  L.     ^VX^    WiJ    \J\J  \J\J 

THSD-Statewide  405d  Mid  HVE 

S2.263  878  44 

$0.00 

405d 

M5HVE-2014-03-01-00 

Creve  Coeur  Police-DWI  Sobriety  Checkpoi 

$4,762.43 

S3  071  00 

405d 

MSHVF  ?m4-n^-n?-nn 

Festus  Police  DWI  Overtime  Enforcement 

$17,051.84 

$2  683  52 

ivi  J  n  V  c-^u±*T  u J  u J  uvj 

Festus  Police-Youth  Alcohol  Overtime  Er>f 

$2  937  29 

Si  268  52 

HUjU 

IVIw  n  V  C'^UXH'UO  UH'Uw 

Creve  Coeur  Police-DWI  Officer 

SlO  711  35 

1  78 

Franklin  Co  Sheriff-Alcohol  Enforcement 

$4  389  40 

Franklin  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Unit  Grant 

$12  650  39 

$5  309  11 

St  Louis  Co  Police-Sobriety  Ckpt  &  DWI  E 

$64  241  84 

$8  610  76 

MmHVF-^niA-n^-nft-nn 

ivunvt  4cux*T  w<3  uo 

Jefferson  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforcement  Unl 

$26,436.58 

$9  255  52 

M^H\/F-?014-n^-0Q-0n 

IVUnVt  £.\iA.*v           U7  UV/ 

Jefferson  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforcement  Ove 

$12,721.83 

$11  203  58 

ivijnvc^ux'T        ±u  uu 

Jefferson  Co  Sheriff- Youth  Alcohol 

$17,969.66 

$17  839  40 

Jefferson  Co  Sheriff-Sobriety  Checkpoint 

$45  554  36 

$37  838  78 

O'Fallon  Police-DWI  Saturation  Enforceme 

S4481 15 

$3  298  75 

ivi^nvc  xuxt        xj  uu 

O'Fallon  Police-Sobriety  Checkpoint 

S9  367  92 

$2  950  70 

IVI  jn  V  C"tUXH~U  J  AH  uu 

O'Fallon  Police-Youth  Alcohol,  Before  Th 

$1,328.48 

$1  104  04 

IVOn  VC~xUX'i~UO~X3-UU 

St  Charles  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforcement 

$1  378  94 

Si  335  85 

St  Chartes  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Check  Point 

$15  928  04 

$4,128.19 

IVI  J  n  V  c-^uxH~u  J  X  /  uu 

St  Charles  Co  Sheriff-Youth  Alcohol/Busi 

$2,765.71 

$2  584  74 

Af\^f{ 
*rU3u 

IVIOn VC'XUXH'UO  Xo'UU 

Kansas  City  Bd  of  Police-Sobriety  Checkp 

$110  949  70 

$87  782  16 

M^H\/F.7niA.n^-iQ-nn 

IVI3nVC~xUXH~U3~X9~Ul/ 

Kansas  City  Bd  of  Police-Youth  Alcohol 

$25  780  31 

$18  480  90 

M<^n\/F  'yc\^A  HQ  9n  nn 

Kansas  City  Bd  of  Police-DWI  Enforcement 

$83  962  45 

$76  800  09 

ivisn  vc~xux*T~u3~xx-uu 

Lee's  Summit  Police-DWI  Enforcement 

W  <^  *^Vtll1l1ll^  ■   w  1                   ■  ¥  1   kill  Wl  Wwl  1 1  ^1 1  W 

<12  810  20 

Mm-iuF         03  77  nn 

IV13n V C-ZUXH'-UO  xx-UU 

Carterville  Police-Operation  Zero  Tolera 

$2  677  89 

Si  347  90 

4U3U 

St.  John  Police-DWI  Enforcement 

$4834  92 

$3  964  66 

M<;i-i\/F  7niA  n^  7a  nn 

St.  John  Police-Sobriety  Checkpoint 

$7,112.96 

$2  944  68 

'lU  DO 

M^n\/F  7niA  n'^  7^  nn 

IVI  J  n  V  c-zuxH-u  J    J  uu 

Overland  Police-Ckpoint,  Saturation  &  Yo 

$6,323.87 

$4,077.79 

MRi-i\/F  9ni/i  n^  ^fi  nn 

IVI  J  n  V  Q-ZU  J.H  -  U  J  "ZD  uu 

Breckenridge  Hills  Police-Saturation  Pat 

$2  880  00 

$1,012.32 

Mc;i-i\/F  7niA  n^  77  nn 

IVI  jn  VC-xUXH-U  j-x  /  -UU 

Troy  Police-DWI  Enforcement 

$784  80 

$662.29 

iwmMWF  7ni A-n3-7R-nn 

IVI  3  n  V  C-xU  XH~U3'-xO~UU 

Trov  Police-Sobrietv  Checkooint 

■  ■     y  1  V 1 1        «^ w vi  I w vi  iwwnM wi I  ■  b 

$4,475.65 

S2  367  22 

M  i-i\/F.7n  1  A-n^.9Q.nn 

Christian  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Enforcement 

$4  654  50 

$2  297  46 

MCkH\/F-7niA.n3-^n-nn 

Platte  Co  Sheriff-DWI  Ckpoint/Wolfpack 

$3,100.00 

$3  067  22 

Mm-i\/F-7ni  A-n^-^i-nn 

IVI  jn  V  L  XUXH-U O  J  X  uu 

St  Joseph  Police-NWMO  DWI  Task  Force 

$2,800.00 

$2,697.40 

M'^n\/F-7ni  A-n^-^7-nn 

IVI  jrl  V  C-XUXH~UO~3x-UU 

Charleston  Pub  Safety-St  &  Community  Hwy 

$3,606.76 

$756.50 

M  ^i-i\/F.7ni  A.n?.33.nn 

Nixa  Police-DWI  Enforcement 

$7,009.82 

$2,840  29 

*tUJU 

M';n\/F-7niA_n^-^4-nn 

Parma  Police-SE  MO  DWI  Task  Force 

$233.42 

$144.00 

hkjoq 

Mm-i\/F  7niA-nQ  ^Lnn 

Berkeley  Police-DWI  Saturation  Patrol 

$1,931.61 

$617.62 

405d  Mid  HVE  Total 

S2.804.484.51 

$343,598.23 

IVl3l«d~^U  X*t~Ud~U  X-UU 

MO  Offc  Prosecution-Traffic  Safetv  Resou 

$47  697  18 

$38  252  15 

405d  Mid  Court  Support  Total 

$47,697.18 

$38  252  15 

MRTD  7niA  n^  ni  nn 
iVi  J 1  n-xUl*t-Uo-Ui.-UU 

MO  Safety  Center-Drug  Impaired  Driving 

$109,845.28 

$92  129  90 

405d 

M5TR-2014-03-02-00 

THSD-Travel  &  Sponsorship 

$9,500.00 

$0.00 

405d 

M5TR-2014-03-03-00 

MSHP-DRE/BAC/SFST/ARIDE/DRE  Conf 

$53,676.93 

$16,041.57 

405d 

405d  Mid  Training  Total 

$173,022.21 

$108,171.47 

405d 

M5OT-2014-03-01-00 

THSD-Alliance  Sports  Marketing 

$180,000.00 

$180,000.00 

405d 

40Sd  Mid  Other  Based  on  Problem  ID  Total 

$180,000.00 

$180,000.00 

MAP  21 405d  Impaired  Driving  Mid  Total 

$3,205,203.90 

$670,021.85 

405f 

M9MA-2014-12-00-00 

THSD-Statewide  405f  Motorcyclist  Awarene 

$38,070.48 

$0.00 

405f 

M9MA-2014-12-02-00 

THSD-Motorcycle  Safety  Media 

$12,000.00 

$10,930.33 

405f 

M9MA-2014-12-03-00 

THSD-Motorcycle  Safety  Awareness 

$45,000.00 

$36,975.06 

MAP  21 405f  Motorcycle  Programs  Total 

"547,905.39 

iGrand  Total  1 

1   $49,537,981.68  |  $37,380,804.07 
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Executive  Summary 


Highway  Safety  Findings 

This  research  project  surveyed  2,513  adult  Missouri  drivers  in  April  2014  to  capture  their  current 
attitudes  and  awareness  of  specific  items  conc^ning  highway  safety  such  as  seat  belt  usage, 
$^)eeding  issues,  cell  phone  use  v^le  driving,  and  alcohol  impaiied  driving.  The  research  was 
designed  so  that  in  addition  to  providing  a  statewide  result,  statistically  useful  information  was 
also  available  at  the  district  level. 

Special  emphasis  was  placed  on  ensuring  that  the  sample  reflected  Missouri's  geographic,  age, 
and  gender  diversity.  People  were  surveyed  from  all  of  Missouri's  counties  as  well  as  the 
independent  city  of  St.  Louis.  Residents  from  671  different  zip  codes  are  represented.  The 
typical  market  research  survey  practice  of  akematively  asking  for  either  the  oldest  or  youngest 
adult  was  not  employed.  Instead,  the  calling  center  was  given  specific  goals  for  each  age  group 
and  gender  within  various  geographic  areas  to  ensure  the  most  representative  sample  possible. 

Seat  Belt  Findings 

84.6%  of  Missouri  drivers  claimed  to  always  use  their  seat  belts,  statistically  identical  to  the 
results  from  the  previous  four  years.  In  2014  those  least  likely  to  wear  seat  belts  were  males,  50 
years  of  age  and  older,  whose  primary  vehicle  was  a  pickup  truck.  Similar  to  previous  findings, 
those  who  were  the  least  likely  to  wear  seat  belts  were  also  the  least  likely  to  believe  that  people 

would  receive  a  ticket  if  they  did  not  wear  their  seat  belt.  Also  similar  to  previous  years,  those 
who  lived  in  very  rural  areas  were  also  less  likely  to  always  buckle  up  than  those  living  in  other 
communities. 

A  majority  (57.0%)  of  the  respondents  prefer  to  keep  Missouri's  seat  belt  law  a  secondary  law, 
slightly  higher,  but  similar  to  the  findings  from  recent  years.  Likewise,  a  slight  majority  (5 1 .2%) 
preferred  to  leave  the  penalty  for  violating  the  law  unchanged.  All  responses  were  statistically 
identical  to  those  from  the  previous  year.  Out  of  the  minority  who  favored  increasing  the  fine,  a 
plurality  (35.6%)  thought  the  fine  should  range  from  $25  to  $49.  The  second  largest  group 
(23.4%)  thought  the  fine  should  range  firom  $50  to  $74.  These  were  also  ihe  two  largest  groups 
file  last  four  years  out  of  the  minority  who  wished  to  increase  the  fine. 

The  vast  majority  of  the  respondents  (81 .5%)  were  not  aware  of  any  publicity  concomng  seat 
belt  law  enforcement.  This  continues  a  downward  frend  in  awareness  for  the  last  five  years. 
Respondent  opinion  about  the  likelihood  of  receiving  a  ticket  varied  greatly,  but  a  plurality 
(36.3%)  thought  people  who  did  not  wear  their  seat  belt  would  only  rarely  get  a  ticket.  47. 1%  of 
^e  respondents  thought  people  would  be  caught  at  least  half  of  the  time. 
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Speeding  Findings 

72.7%  of  Missouri  drivers  stated  they  never  or  rarely  drive  more  than  35  mph  when  the  speed 
limit  is  30  mph,  similar  to  the  findings  from  recent  years.  88.2%  of  Missouri  drivers  stated  they 
never  or  rarely  drive  more  than  75  mph  when  the  speed  limit  is  70  mph  on  local  roads.  There 
was  a  statistically  significant  drop  in  the  number  of  people  who  stated  they  never  drove  more 
than  75  mph. 

In  2014,  men  between  40  to  49  years  of  age  yme  more  likely  to  speed  than  other  groups  on  local 
roads  with  speed  limits  of  30  mph  while  men  30  to  39  were  more  likely  to  speed  on  faster  roads 
with  speed  limits  of  70  mph.  Similar  to  last  year,  women  65  and  older  were  the  least  likely  to 
speed  under  both  30  and  70  mph  limits.  Also  similar  to  last  year,  all  segments  were  more  likely 
to  speed  on  local  roads  with  a  speed  limit  of  30  mph  than  on  local  roads  wilh  speed  limits  of  70 
mph.  Motorcyclists  continue  to  be  the  most  prevalent  speeders  on  roads  with  speed  limits  of  30 
mph  and  this  year  reported  being  the  most  likely  to  speed  on  roads  with  speed  limits  of  70  miles 
per  hour.  In  keeping  with  the  findings  since  2010,  there  was  no  correlation  between  speeding 
and  any  publicity  about  relevant  law  enforcement  activities;  nor  was  there  any  correlation 
between  speeding  and  the  respondent's  perception  of  the  chance  of  being  caught. 

The  majority  (71 .5%)  of  Missouri  drivers  were  unaware  of  any  recent  publicity  regarding  speed 

enforcement.  This  was  virtually  identical  to  the  findings  from  last  year.  Over  two-thirds 
(70.4%)  of  Missouri  drivers  thought  their  chances  of  receiving  a  ticket  if  they  speed  were  at  least 
fifty  percent.  This  was  also  similar  to  the  findings  from  last  year. 

Cell  phone  Findings 

87.5%  of  Missouri  drivers  stated  they  rarely  or  never  talk  on  a  cell  phone  while  driving.  12.1% 
of  Missourians  talk  at  least  half  of  the  time  they  drive.  Just  like  last  year,  98.7%  of  Missouri 
drivers  stated  they  rarely  or  never  text  on  a  cell  phone  while  driving. 

93.7%  of  Missouri  drivers  favored  some  type  of  restriction  on  how  people  could  use  cell  phones 
while  driving.  32.5%  favored  banning  all  cell  phone  use  by  drivers,  while  a  majority  (61.2%) 
wanted  to  ensure  drivers  could  still  use  cell  phones  for  talking  while  seeing  the  need  for  some 
restrictions.  These  results  were  similar  to  the  findings  from  last  year. 

In  2014  men  65  and  older  were  the  least  likely  to  talk  on  a  cell  phone  while  driving.  As  has  been 
the  case  since  this  question  was  first  asked,  females  between  30  to  39  were  the  most  likely  group 
to  talk  on  a  cell  phone  while  driving  with  22.3%  of  this  segment  stating  they  do  so  fifty  percent 
of  the  time  or  more. 
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DUI  Findings 

90.7%  of  Missouri  drivers  stated  that  they  had  not  driven  a  vehicle  within  two  hours  of 
consuming  an  alcoholic  beverage  anytime  in  the  last  sixty  days.  This  is  similar  to  the  2012 
findii^.  6.7%  of  Missouri  drivers  admitted  to  having  done  so  at  least  once  in  the  last  sixty  days, 
including  a  few  who  stated  they  did  so  every  day.  Another  2.6%  refused  to  answer  the  question. 

Heartland  Market  Research  concluded  that  ai>proximately  9.3%  of  Missouri  drivers  have  driven 

under  the  influence  of  alcohol  in  the  last  sixty  days.  Considering  the  margin  of  error,  this  is 
similar  to  the  findings  that  have  been  measured  most  years  of  this  study  (1 1 .5%  in  201 0,  1 8.7% 
in  201 1,  8.3%  in  2012,  and  12.7%  in  2013).  Out  of  those  who  admitted  to  drinking  before 
driving,  the  average  driver  did  so  about  four  times  in  the  last  sixty  days  (average  of  3.6  times). 
This  is  identical  to  the  findings  from  last  year  and  less  than  previous  years.  It  compares  to  an 
average  of  S.5  times  in  2012, 6.2  times  in  201 1,  and  an  average  of  5.2  times  in  2010. 

Those  most  likely  to  drive  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  were  males  of  65  years  of  age  and 
older.  Men  were  much  more  likely  to  drive  after  drinking  than  women.  As  was  the  case  for  the 
two  previous  years,  men  18  to  29  stated  they  drove  after  drinking  less  than  the  other  male 
segments,  but  this  group  was  still  more  likely  to  drive  under  the  influence  than  women  18  to  29 
(the  female  age  range  most  likely  to  drink  and  drive).  Drivers  of  motorcycles  were  more  likely 
to  drive  under  the  influence  than  drivers  of  other  vehicles  followed  by  drivers  of  pickup  trucks. 
Drivers  of  vans  or  minivans  were  the  least  likely  to  drive  after  drinking.  Those  who  lived  in 
highly  urbanized  areas  were  most  likely  to  drive  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  compared  to 
residents  of  other  areas.  While  awareness  of  DUI  enforcement  was  not  correlated  with  stated 
behavior,  the  expectation  of  being  ticketed  reduced  the  likelihood  of  DUI  behavior  similar  to  the 
results  in  2013  and  2011. 

Approximately  half  (50.6%)  of  Missouri  drivers  were  aware  of  recent  publicity  regarding  DUI 
enforcement.  This  was  similar  to  the  findings  of  the  previous  years.  The  timing  of  this  survey 
made  these  results  intriguing.  Before  2013,  this  survey  has  been  conducted  in  the  sunmier 
(typically  in  June).  In  2013  the  survey  was  conducted  in  March  and  in  2014  the  survey  was 
conducted  in  April.  Results  were  quite  consistent  despite  the  variation  in  timing.  70.8%  of  the 
respondents  expected  people  who  drove  after  drinking  would  be  arrested  at  least  half  of  the  time, 
statistically  identical  to  that  of  the  previous  measurements. 
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Introduction 


The  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation  (MoDOT)  desired  to  know  more  regarding  attitudes 
and  awareness  concerning  impaired  driving,  seat  belt  use,  and  speeding  from  Missouri  adults. 
Following  standard  practice,  MoDOT  requested  bids  from  qualified  research  organizations  by 
posting  a  request  for  proposals  on  their  public  website.  Heartland  Market  Research  LLC  was 
selected  from  this  competitive  process  as  having  the  best  research  proposal  and  was  awarded  the 
research  contract.  The  research  was  conducted  during  April  2014  using  a  phone  survey 
instrument. 

Objective 

The  primary  objective  of  this  research  project  was  to  survey  adult  Missouri  drivers  to  capture 

their  current  attitudes  and  awareness  of  specific  items  concerning  highway  safety  such  as  seat 
belt  usage,  speeding,  cell  phone  use  while  driving,  and  alcohol  impaired  driving  while 
minimizing  the  margin  of  error.  The  research  was  designed  so  that  in  addition  to  providing  a 
statewide  result,  statistically  useful  information  was  also  available  at  the  district  level.  Special 
emphasis  was  placed  on  ensuring  that  the  sample  reflected  Missouri's  geographic,  age,  and 
gender  diversity. 

Technical  Approach 

The  survey  questions  were  provided  by  MoDOT  and  were  similar  to  the  questions  used  in  the 
201 0  and  201 1  Highway  Safety  studies  and  identical  to  the  questions  asked  in  2012  and  2013.  In 
201 2  additional  questions  were  added  pertaining  to  cell  phone  and  texting  usage  while  driving 

and  these  were  also  employed  in  2013  and  2014. 

Starting  on  April  4  and  ending  on  April  18, 2014,  Quancor  Virtual  Sales  and  Marketing  (QVSM) 
placed  1 12,921  calls  in  the  State  of  Missouri.  During  this  process,  they  reached  6,768  persons, 
of  whom  2,513  completed  Has  survey.  Hie  operators  were  instructed  to  mention  MoDOT  only  if 
the  respondent  asked  who  had  commissioned  the  survey.  A  copy  of  the  operator  script  appears 

in  Appendix  B. 

Special  efforts  were  made  to  make  the  phone  survey  as  representative  as  possible,  especially  in 
terms  of  the  research  objectives  (geographic,  gender,  and  age).  People  were  surveyed  from  all  of 
the  1 14  counties  as  well  as  the  independent  city  of  St.  Louis.  Residents  from  671  different  zip 
codes  are  represented.  The  typical  phone  survey  practice  of  alternatively  asking  for  either  the 

oldest  or  youngest  adult  was  not  employed.  Instead,  the  calling  center  was  given  specific  goals 
for  each  age  group  and  gender  within  various  geographic  areas  to  ensure  the  most  representative 
sample  possible  within  the  constraints  of  the  project. 

The  survey  results  were  weighted  proportionally  to  the  actual  population  in  terms  of  geographic, 
gender,  and  age  distributions.  Information  from  2010  CensiB  was  used  for  this  purpose  as  Ms 
was  the  most  recent  complete  information  available.  The  weighted  results  from  the  three 

previous  phone  surveys  are  also  shown  for  comparative  purposes  and  this  information  was  taken 
from  the  2012  Highway  Safety  Driver  Survey  report.  All  years  compared  utilized  the  exact  same 
weights  from  the  2010  Census. 
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Results  and  Discussion  (Evaluation) 

In  surveying,  it  is  usually  not  reasonable  to  survey  everyone  in  the  population  of  interest. 
Therefore,  a  portion  of  the  population  is  surveyed  and  this  portion  is  called  the  sample.  Since  the 
sample  is  usually  much  smalls  than  the  population  of  interest,  the  mean  of  the  population  may 
vary  fiom  the  mean  of  the  sample.  The  expected  error  depends  upon  the  size  of  the  sample  and 

the  desired  level  of  confidence.  As  the  sample  size  increases,  the  margin  of  error  decreases.  The 
general  formula  for  computing  the  margin  of  error  at  the  95%  level  of  confidence  is  .98  divided 
by  the  square  root  of  the  sample  size.  The  following  table  shows  the  margin  of  error  for  the  most 
recent  Hi^way  Safety  surveys. 

rein  of  Error 


2010 
Phone 

Survey 

2011 
Phone 

Survey 

2012 
Phone 

Survey 

2013 
Phone 
Survey 

2014 
Phone 
Survey 

Responses 

3,010 

1,207 

2,616 

2,510 

2,513 

Margin  of  Enror 

1.79% 

2.82% 

1.92% 

1.96% 

1.95% 

Thus  with  an  overall  sample  size  of  2,513  we  can  be  95%  certain  that  the  sample  mean  is  within 
1 .95%  of  the  population  mean.  Thus  if  17.70%  of  our  sample  is  aware  of  any  recent  publicity 
concerning  seat  belt  law  enforcement,  we  can  be  95%  certain  tiiat  betweoi  15.75%  and  19.65% 

of  the  adult  driving  population  in  Missouri  would  actually  be  aware  of  any  recent  publicity. 
These  statistics  assume  honest  answers  by  the  respondents.  Research  has  shown  that  people  tend 
to  answer  surveys  honestly  unless  the  answer  is  perceived  to  have  an  appropriate  answer.  For 
example,  most  people  believe  that  wearing  seatbelts  is  the  socially  correct  tiling  to  do,  so  the 
answer  to  the  seat  belt  question  may  be  slightly  inflated.  Likewise,  most  people  believe  that 
driving  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  is  socially  incorrect,  so  the  answers  to  these  questions  may 
be  slightly  deflated.  In  these  cases,  the  most  important  factor  is  to  look  for  statistically 
significant  changes  from  year  to  year. 

The  results  from  the  previoiis  four  surveys  are  provided  along  with  this  year's  survey  so  that 
changes  over  time  may  also  be  reviewed.  When  comparing  surveys,  the  margins  of  error  are 

cumulative.  Therefore,  we  can  be  95%  confident  there  has  been  a  significant  change  in  the 
attitudes  of  Missourian  from  2013  to  2014  if  the  survey  results  differ  by  more  than  3.91%. 

The  statewide  results  have  been  weighted  proportionally  to  the  actual  population  in  terms  of 

geographic,  gender,  and  age  distributions. 

Readers  should  not  use  this  research  to  draw  conclusions  about  the  behavior  of  those  who 
primarily  drove  motorcycles.  While  the  sample  size  is  quite  adequate  for  drivers  of  other 
vehicles,  only  six  respondents  stated  that  their  primary  vehicle  was  a  motorcycle.  This  is  to  be 

expected  in  a  survey  that  represents  the  general  public  given  that  only  a  small  percentage  of  the 
US  population  ride  motorcycles.  Further,  out  of  the  entire  population  of  motorcycle  riders,  many 
of  them  may  have  another  vehicle  they  drive  more  often  than  their  bike. 
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Seat  Belt  Usage 

Depending  upon  their  opinions,  respondents  answered  five  to  six  questions  pertaining  to  their 

behavior  and  thoughts  concerning  seat  belts. 

Question  1 :  How  often  do  you  use  seat  belts  when  you  drive  or  ride  in  a  car,  van,  sport  utility 

vehicle  or  pick  up? 

In  2014,  84.6%  of  Missouri  drivers  claimed  to  always  use  their  seat  behs,  statistically  identical  to 
the  results  from  the  previous  four  years.  This  is  higher  than  the  75%  average  observed  seat  belt 
use  Pickrell  and  Ye  (2008)  documented  for  states  with  secondary  enforcement  laws.  Similarly, 
between  2004  and  2009,  MoDOT  reported  an  observed  seat  belt  use  ranging  firom  75%  and  77%. 


Table  2:  Statewide  Seatbelt  Usage 


2010 
Phone 

Survey 

2011 
Phone 

Survey 

2012 
Phone 

Survey 

2013 
Phone 

Survey 

2014 
Phone 

Survey 

How  often  do  you 
use  seat  belts  when 
you  drive  or  ride  in  a 
car,  van,  sport  utility 
vehicle,  or  pick  up? 

Always 

82.0% 

84.1% 

84.2% 

82.7% 

84.6% 

Most  of  the  time 

9.2% 

7.7% 

8.6% 

9.6% 

9.7% 

Half  of  the  time 

3.2% 

3.4% 

3.0% 

2.9% 

1.8% 

Rarely 

2.4% 

2.6% 

1.9% 

2.5% 

1 .7% 

Never 

3.1% 

2.1% 

2.1% 

2.1% 

2.2% 

Refused 

0.1% 

0.1% 

0.2% 

0.2% 

0.1% 

In  2014  those  least  likely  to  wear  seat  belts  were  males,  50  years  of  age  and  older,  whose 
primary  vehicle  was  a  pickup  truck.  Similar  to  previous  findings,  those  who  were  the  least  likely 
to  wear  seat  belts  were  also  the  least  likely  to  believe  that  people  would  receive  a  ticket  if  they 
did  not  wear  their  seat  belt  Also  similar  to  previous  years,  those  who  lived  in  very  rural  areas 
were  also  less  likely  to  always  buckle  up  thai  those  living  in  other  communities. 

In  2013  those  least  likely  to  wear  seat  belts  were  males,  between  the  ages  of  1 8  and  29,  whose 
primary  vehicle  was  a  pickup  truck  or  other  type  of  truck.  As  was  also  the  case  last  year,  those 

who  were  the  least  likely  to  wear  seat  belts  were  the  most  likely  to  be  aware  of  seat  belt 
enforcement  publicity,  but  were  the  least  likely  to  believe  that  people  would  receive  a  ticket  if 
they  did  not  wear  their  seat  belt.  Also  similar  to  last  year,  those  who  lived  in  very  rural  areas 
were  also  less  likely  to  always  buckle  up  than  those  living  in  other  commimities. 

In  2012  those  least  likely  to  wear  seat  belts  were  males,  between  the  ages  of  50  and  64,  whose 
primary  vehicle  was  a  pickup  truck  or  a  motorcycle.  In  2012  those  who  were  the  least  likely  to 
wear  seat  belts  were  the  most  likely  to  be  aware  of  seat  beh  enforcement  publicity,  but  were  also 
the  least  likely  to  believe  that  people  would  receive  aticket  if  they  did  not  wear  their  seat  belt. 
This  was  a  change  from  the  findings  from  the  previous  two  years.  Those  who  lived  in  very  rural 
areas  were  also  less  likely  to  buckle  up  than  those  living  in  other  communities. 
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In  201 1  the  results  were  similar  with  one  major  difference.  While  those  least  likely  to  wear  seat 
belts  were  still  males  between  the  ages  of  30  and  64  who  drive  a  pickup  truck,  those  who  drove 
some  other  type  of  truck  wear  their  seat  belts  "always"  or  "most  of  the  time".  In  201 1 ,  there  was 
no  correlation  between  seat  beh  usage  and  any  publicity  about  law  enforcemeitt  activities.  While 
smaller  than  the  20 1 0  impact,  those  with  a  higher  expectation  of  receiving  a  ticket  if  they  did  not 
wear  their  seat  belt  were  more  likely  to  wear  one. 

In  2010  those  least  likely  to  wear  seat  belts  were  males,  between  the  ages  of  30  and  64,  who 

drove  some  type  of  truck  (e.g,  either  a  pickup  truck  or  "other  type  of  truck").  There  was  no 
correlation  between  seat  belt  usage  and  any  publicity  about  law  enforcement  activities;  however, 
those  more  likely  to  think  they  would  receive  a  ticket  for  not  wearing  a  seat  belt  were  more  likely 
to  comply  with  the  law. 

Question  2:  Do  you  favor  keeping  Missouri's  seat  belt  law  as  a  "secondary  law"— where  you 
can  only  be  pulled  over  or  ticketed  if  you  are  observed  committing  another  violation;  or  do  you 
favor  changing  Missouri 's  seat  belt  law  to  a  "primary  law" — where  you  can  be  pulled  over  or 
ticketed  if  the  officer  clearly  observes  you  are  not  wearing  your  seat  belt? 

A  majority  (57.0%)  of  the  respondents  prefer  to  keep  Missouri's  seat  belt  law  a  secondary  law, 
slightly  higher,  but  similar  to  the  findings  from  recent  years. 


Table  3:  Secondary  vs.  Primary  Law 


2010 

Phone 

Survey 

2011 
Phone 
Survey 

2012 
Phone 
Survey 

2013 
Phone 
Survey 

2014 
Phone 
Survey 

Do  you  favor  keeping 

Missouri's  seat  belt  law  as  a 
"secondary  law"  -  wliere  you 
can  only  be  pulled  over  or 
ticketed  if  you  are  observed 
committing  anotlier  violation; 

or  do  you  favor  changing 
Missouri's  seat  belt  law  to  a 
"primary  law"  -  where  you 
can  be  pulled  over  or  ticketed 
if  the  officer  clearly  observes 
you  are  not  wearing  your  seat 
belt? 

Keep  "secondary 
law" 

54.7% 

51.4% 

51.0% 

52.5% 

57.0% 

Change  to  "primary 
law" 

41.1% 

38.5% 

41.2% 

36.7% 

36.1% 

No  Opinion/Refused 

4.2% 

10.0% 

7.8% 

10.8% 

6.8% 
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Question  3:  Currently,  the  fine  for  violating  Missouri 's  seat  belt  law  is  $10.  Would  you  support 

an  increase  in  the  fine  associated  with  this  violation? 

A  slight  majority  (5 1 .2%)  preferred  to  leave  the  penalty  for  violating  the  law  unchanged.  All 
responses  were  statistically  identical  to  those  from  the  previous  year. 


Table  4:  Statewide  Support  for  Increasing  Fine  for  Violating  Seat  Belt  Law 


2010 
Phone 
Survey 

2011 
Phone 
Survey 

2012 
Phone 
Survey 

2013 
Phone 
Survey 

2014 
Phone 
Survey 

Currently,  the  fine  for 
violating  Missouri's 
seat  belt  law  is  $10. 
Would  you  support  an 
increase  in  the  fine 
associated  witli  this 
violation? 

Yes 

46.6% 

45.8% 

43.7% 

44.3% 

45.3% 

No 

51.7% 

50.1% 

52.9% 

61.9% 

61.2% 

No  Opinion  / 
Refused 

1.8% 

4.1% 

3.4% 

3.8% 

3.5% 

Question  3b:  In  your  opinion,  what  should  the  fine  associated  with  violating  Missouri 's  seat 
belt  law  be? 

Question  3b  was  only  asked  of  1 ,076  respondents  who  supported  an  increase  in  the  fine 

associated  with  not  wearing  a  seatbelt  (Question  3).  Since  Hbe  number  of  respondents  for  this 
question  is  smaller  than  for  the  other  questions,  the  margin  of  error  is  slightly  larger  (3.0%). 

Out  of  the  minority  who  favored  increasing  the  fine,  a  plurality  (35.6%)  thought  the  fine  should 
range  from  $25  to  $49.  The  second  largest  group  (23.4%)  thought  the  fine  should  range  from 
$50  to  $74.  These  were  also  the  two  largest  groups  the  last  four  years  out  of  the  minority  who 
wished  to  increase  the  fine. 


Table  5:  Respondent  Input  on  Increasing 


2010 

Phone 

Survey 

2011 

Phone 

Survey 

2012 

Phone 

Survey 

2013 
Phone 
Survey 

2014 
Phone 
Survey 

In  your  opinion, 

what  should  the  fine 
associated  with 
violating  Missouri's 
seat  belt  law  be? 

Under  $25 

14.1% 

17.0% 

14.5% 

17.3% 

15.7% 

$25  to  $49 

38.8% 

31.0% 

35.6% 

36.5% 

35.6% 

$50  to  $74 

25.9% 

21.6% 

24.5% 

22.9% 

23.4% 

$75  to  $100 

12.9% 

16.1% 

13.6% 

12.2% 

14.0% 

Over $100 

6.7% 

11.8% 

8.9% 

8.7% 

9.3% 

No  Opinion/Refused 

1.6% 

2.5% 

2.9% 

2.4% 

2.0% 

Margin  of  Error 

2.7% 

4.5% 

3.0% 

3.0% 

3.0% 

ine 
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Question  4:  In  the  past  60  days,  have  you  read,  seen  or  heard  anything  about  seat  belt  law 

enforcement  by  police? 

The  vast  majority  of  the  respondents  (81 .5%)  were  not  aware  of  any  publicity  concerning  seat 
belt  law  enforcement.  This  continues  a  downward  trend  in  awareness  for  the  last  five  years. 


Table  6:  Seat  Belt  Law  Enforcement  Publicity  Awareness 


2010 
Phone 
Survey 

2011 
Phone 
Survey 

2012 
Phone 
Survey 

2013 
Phone 
Survey 

2014 

Phone 
Survey 

In  the  past  60  days, 
have  you  read,  seen, 
or  heard  anything 
about  seat  belt  law 
enforcement  by 
police? 

Yes 

31.7% 

29.0% 

26.5% 

20.9% 

17.7% 

No 

68.1% 

70.3% 

73.2% 

78.7% 

81.5% 

No  Opinion  / 
Refused 

0.2% 

0.7% 

0.2% 

0.4% 

0.8% 

Question  5:  What  do  you  think  the  chances  are  of getting  a  ticket  if  you  don 't  wear  your  safety 
belt? 

Opinions  varied  greatly  on  this  issue,  but  a  pimality  (36.3%)  Ihou^t  people  who  did  not  wear 
their  seat  belt  would  only  rarely  get  a  ticket.  47.1%  of  the  respondents  tiiought  people  would  be 
caught  at  least  half  of  the  time. 

The  number  of  people  who  thought  someone  would  always  get  a  ticket  for  not  wearing  a  seatbelt 
was  similar  to  the  findings  from  the  last  two  years. 


Table?:  Perceived  Chance  of  Obtaining  Ticket  for  Violating  Seat  Belt  Laws 


2010 
Phone 
Survey 

2011 

Phone 

Survey 

2012 
Phone 
Survey 

2013 
Phone 
Survey 

2014 

Phone 
Survey 

What  do  you 

think  the 
chances  are  of 
getting  a  ticket  if 
you  don't  wear 
your  seat  belt? 

Always 

12.4% 

7.6% 

12.9% 

12.4% 

10.6% 

Most  of  the  time 

16.2% 

15.0% 

15.1% 

15.9% 

15.9% 

Half  of  the  time 

21.4% 

20.5% 

19.7% 

16.5% 

20.5% 

Rarely 

37.4% 

40.8% 

36.4% 

35.2% 

36.3% 

Never 

10.0% 

7.1% 

8.5% 

10.5% 

10.0% 

No  Opinion/Refused 

2.6% 

9.0% 

7.4% 

9.6% 

6.7% 

Speeding  Issues 

Missouri  drivers  answered  four  questions  concerning  speeding. 

Question  6:  On  a  local  road  with  a  speed  limit  of  30  mph,  how  often  do  you  drive  faster  than  35 
mph? 

72.7%  of  Missouri  drivers  stated  they  never  or  rarely  drive  more  than  35  mph  when  the  speed 
limit  is  30  mph,  similar  to  the  findings  from  recent  years. 


Table  8:  Speeding  in  30  MPH  Zones 


2010 

2011 

2012 

2013 

2014 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

Always 

4.3% 

4.2% 

4.2% 

3.9% 

3.3% 

On  a  local  road  with 
a  speed  limit  of  30 
mph,  how  often  do 
you  travel  faster 
than  35  mph? 

Most  of  the  time 

9.8% 

8.0% 

9.5% 

10.5% 

10.8% 

Half  of  the  time 

13.0% 

15.1% 

14.9% 

12.4% 

12.7% 

Rarely 

44.7% 

43.8% 

39.0% 

39.S% 

48.3% 

Never 

27.7% 

28.2% 

31.2% 

32.3% 

24.4% 

Refused 

0.5% 

0.7% 

1.3% 

1.4% 

0.5% 

Question  7:  On  a  local  road  with  a  speed  limit  of  70  mph,  how  often  do  you  drive  faster  than  75 
mph? 

88.2%  of  Missouri  drivers  stated  they  never  or  rarely  drive  more  than  75  mph  when  the  speed 
limit  is  70  mph  oa  loseal  roadp.  There  was  a  statistically  significant  drop  in  the  number  of  people 
who  stated  they  never  drove  more  than  75  mph. 


Table  9:  Speeding  in  70  MPH  Zones 


2010 

2011 

2012 

2013 

2013 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

On  a  local  road  with 
a  speed  limit  of  70 
mph,  how  often  do 
you  driver  faster 
than  75  mph? 

Always 

2.6% 

1 .8% 

2.2% 

1.9% 

1.3% 

Most  of  the  time 

3.5% 

3.4% 

4.0% 

4.0% 

3.7% 

Half  of  the  time 

7.2% 

9.6% 

8.5% 

5.9% 

6.5% 

Rarely 

32.3% 

38.0% 

32.7% 

31.2% 

39.2% 

Never 

54.2% 

46.2% 

51.7% 

56.4% 

48.9% 

Refused 

0.2% 

1.0% 

0.9% 

0.6% 

0.3% 
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In  2014,  men  between  40  to  49  years  of  age  were  more  likely  to  speed  than  other  groups  on  local 
roads  with  speed  limits  of  30  mph  while  men  30  to  39  were  more  likely  to  speed  on  faster  roads 
with  speed  limits  of  70  mph.  Similar  to  last  year,  women  65  and  older  were  the  least  likely  to 
speed  under  both  30  and  70  mph  limits.  Also  similar  to  last  year,  all  segments  were  more  likely 
to  speed  on  local  roads  with  a  speed  limit  of  30  mph  than  on  local  roads  with  speed  limits  of  70 
mph.  Motorcyclists  continue  to  be  the  most  prevalent  speeders  on  roads  with  speed  limits  of  30 
mph  and  this  year  reported  being  the  most  likely  to  speed  on  roads  wth  speed  limits  of  70  miles 
per  hour.  In  keeping  with  the  findings  since  2010,  there  was  no  correlation  betwerai  speeding 
and  any  publicity  about  relevant  law  enforcement  activities;  nor  was  there  any  correlation 
between  speeding  and  the  respondent's  perception  of  the  chance  of  being  caught. 

In  2013,  women  between  30  to  39  years  of  age  were  more  likely  to  speed  than  other  groups  on 
both  local  roads  with  speed  limits  of  30  mph  and  faster  roads  with  speed  limits  of  70  mph. 
Similar  to  last  year,  women  65  and  older  were  the  least  likely  to  speed  under  both  30  and  70  mph 
limits.  Motorcyclists  continue  to  be  the  most  prevalent  speeders  on  roads  with  speed  limits  of  30 
mph.  As  has  been  the  case  in  the  past,  truck  (non-pickup)  drivers  were  the  least  likely  to  speed 
on  roads  with  speed  limits  of  30  mph,  but  the  most  likely  to  speed  on  local  roads  with  speed 
limits  of  70  mph.  There  was  no  correlation  between  speeding  and  any  publicity  about  relevant 
law  eiif(»x:ement  activities;  nor  was  there  any  correlation  between  speeding  and  the  respondent's 
perception  of  the  chance  of  being  caught. 

In  2012,  people  between  18  to  29  years  of  age  and  males  40  to  49  years  of  age  were  most  likely 
to  speed  on  local  roads  with  a  speed  limit  of  30  mph.  On  roads  with  speed  limits  of  70  mph, 
males  between  18  to  49  and  females  between  30  to  39  were  more  likely  to  speed  than  other 
groups.  Women  65  and  older  were  the  least  likely  to  speed  imder  both  30  and  70  mph  limits. 
All  segments  were  more  likely  to  speed  on  local  roads  with  a  speed  limit  of  30  mph  than  on  local 
roads  with  speed  limits  of  70  mph.  Motorcyclists  and  drivers  of  other  types  of  trucks  (not 
pickups)  were  the  outlying  cases  for  speeding,  but  their  behavior  was  the  inverse  of  each  other. 
Motorcyclists  said  they  were  the  most  likely  to  speed  on  local  roads  with  speed  limits  of  30  mph, 
but  the  least  like  to  speed  on  roads  where  the  speed  limit  was  70  mph.  Truck  (non-pickup) 
drivers  were  the  least  likely  to  speed  on  roads  with  speed  limits  of  30  mph,  but  the  most  likely  to 
speed  on  local  roads  with  speed  limits  of  70  mph.  As  was  the  case  in  the  last  two  years,  there 
was  no  correlation  between  awareness  of  speed  enforcement  by  police  and  speeding  behavior  nor 
between  speeding  and  the  respondent's  perception  of  the  chance  of  being  caught. 

In  201 1  ihe  results  were  similar  but  varied  slightly.  Those  most  likely  to  speed  were  anyone 
between  18  to  29,  males  40  to  49,  and  females  65  and  older.  Those  who  stated  they  drove  an 
"other  type  of  truck"  were  more  likely  to  speed  than  drivers  of  other  vehicles  followed  by 
motorcyclists.  Just  like  2010,  there  was  no  correlation  between  speeding  and  any  publicity  about 
relevant  law  enforcement  activities;  nor  was  there  any  correlation  between  speeding  and  the 
respondent's  pereq>tion  of  the  chance  of  bemg  caught. 

In  2010  those  most  likely  to  speed  were  either  males  between  18  to  29  years  of  age  or  females 

between  40  to  49  years  of  age.  Motorcycle  drivers  were  much  more  likely  to  speed  than  other 
drivers,  followed  by  those  who  stated  they  drove  an  "other  type  of  truck"  (i.e.,  a  truck  that  was 
neither  a  pickup  truck,  a  SUV,  nor  a  crossover).  There  was  no  correlation  between  speeding  and 
any  publicity  about  relevant  law  mforcemaat  aedvities;  nor  v/as  there  any  correlation  between 
speeding  and  the  respondent's  perception  of  the  chance  of  being  caught. 
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Question  8:  In  the  past  30  days,  have  you  read,  seen  or  heard  anything  about  speed 

enforcement  by  police? 

The  majority  (7 1 .5%)  of  Missouri  drivers  were  unaware  of  any  recent  publicity  regarding  speed 
enforcement.  This  was  virtually  identical  to  the  findings  from  last  year. 


Table  10:  Speeding  Enforcement  Publicity  Awareness 


2010 
Phone 
Survey 

2011 

Phone 
Survey 

2012 

Phone 
Survey 

2013 

Phone 

Survey 

2014 
Phone 
Survey 

In  the  past  30  days,  have 
you  read,  seen  or  heard 
anything  about  speed 
enforcement  by  police? 

Yes 

37.4% 

31.4% 

34.6% 

28.0% 

28.1% 

No 

62.4% 

67.9% 

65.0% 

71.6% 

71.6% 

No  Opinion  / 
Refused 

0.2% 

0.7% 

0.4% 

0.4% 

0.5% 

Question  9:  What  do  you  think  the  chances  are  of getting  a  ticket  if  you  drive  over  the  speed 
limit? 

Over  two-thirds  (70.4%)  of  Missouri  drivers  thought  their  chances  of  receiving  a  ticket  if  they 
speed  were  at  least  fifty  percent.  This  was  also  similar  to  the  findings  firom  last  year. 

Table  11:  Perceived  Chance  of  Obtaining  Ticket  for  Speeding 


2010 

2011 

2012 

2013 

2014 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

Always 

11.3% 

8.5% 

10.2% 

9.9% 

7.3% 

Most  of  the  time 

27.4% 

26.4% 

26.3% 

27.3% 

27.5% 

Half  of  the  time 

35.3% 

32.8% 

30.9% 

31.4% 

35.6% 

Rarely 

21.4% 

24.2% 

26.3% 

23.0% 

25.1% 

Never 

3.4% 

4.5% 

3.6% 

4.3% 

2.8% 

No  Opinion/Refused 

1.3% 

3.5% 

2.7% 

4.1% 

1.6% 

What  do  you 

think  the 
chances  are  of 

getting  a  ticket 

if  you  drive 
over  the  speed 
limit? 
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Cell  Phone  Use  While  Driving 

Respondents  were  asked  three  questions  about  cell  phone  use  while  driving.  The  first  two 
questions  were  added  in  2012. 

Question  10:  How  often  do  you  talk  on  a  hand-held  cellular  phone  while  driving  a  car,  van, 

sport  utility  vehicle,  or  pick-up? 

87.5%  of  Missouri  drivers  stated  they  rarely  or  never  talk  on  a  cell  phone  while  driving.  12.1% 
of  Missourians  talk  at  least  half  of  the  time  they  drive. 


Table  12:  Frequency  of  Talking  while  Driving 


2012 
Phone 
Survey 

2013 
Phone 
Survey 

2014 
Phone 
Survey 

IHow  often  do  you  talk  on 
a  hand-held  cellular 

phone  while  driving  a 
car,  van,  sport  utility 
vehicle,  or  pick-up? 

Always 

1.0% 

1.0% 

0.7% 

IVIost  of  the  Time 

2.6% 

3.5% 

1.8% 

Half  of  the  Time 

9.8% 

8.1% 

9.7% 

Rarely 

44.4% 

39.0% 

44.0% 

Never 

41.8% 

47.9% 

43.5% 

No  Opinion/Refused 

0.3% 

0.5% 

0.5% 

Question  1 1 :  How  often  do  you  use  a  hand-held  cellular  phone  for  texting  while  driving  a  car,  van, 

sport  utility  vehicle,  or  pick-up? 

Just  like  last  year,  98.7%  of  Missouri  drivers  stated  they  rarely  or  never  text  on  a  cell  phone 
while  driving. 


Table  13:  Frequency  of  Texting  while  Driving 


2012 
Phone 
Survey 

2013 
Phone 
Survey 

2014 
Phone 
Survey 

How  often  do  you  use  a 
hand-held  cellular  phone 
for  texting  while  driving  a 
car,  van,  sport  utility 
vehicle,  or  pick-up? 

Always 

0.4% 

0.0% 

0.1% 

Most  of  the  Time 

0.4% 

0.2% 

0.1% 

Half  of  the  Time 

1.5% 

0.8% 

0.5% 

Rarely 

11.0% 

7.6% 

9.6% 

Never 

86.3% 

91.2% 

89.1% 

No  Opinion/Refused 

0.4% 

0.3% 

0.6% 
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Question  12:  Many  states  have  passed  laws  which  restrict  or  ban  cellular  phone  use,  including 
texting,  while  driving.  What  level  of  restrictions  would  you  support  regarding  cellular  phone 
usage  while  driving? 

93.7%  of  Missouri  drivers  favored  some  type  of  restriction  on  how  people  could  use  cell  phones 
while  driving.  32.5%  favored  banning  all  cell  phone  use  by  drivers,  while  a  majority  (61.2%) 
wanted  to  ensure  drivers  could  still  use  cell  phones  for  talking  while  seeing  the  need  for  some 
restrictions.  These  results  were  similar  to  the  findings  from  last  year. 


Table  14:  Statewide  Opinions  Regarding  Cell  Phone  Restrictions 


^UlU 
Phnn^ 

1  1  njl 

Survey 

201 1 

Survey 

£.\i\£. 
r  1  \\J\  IC7 

Survey 

£M\o 
Phnnp 

1    1  IV.fl 

Survey 

Phnnp 

Survey 

Many  states  have 
passed  laws  which 

restrict  or  ban 
cellular  phone  use, 
including  texting, 
while  driving. 
What  level  of 
restrictions  would 

you  support 
regarding  cellular 
phone  usage  while 
driving? 

Full  Restrictions  -  No 
Cellular  Phone  Use 
Allowed 

39.3% 

34.2% 

34.0% 

28.9% 

32.5% 

Ban  on  Texting  While 
Driving,  Phone  Use 
Allowed 

24.7% 

30.8% 

22.8% 

21.2% 

18.8% 

Ban  on  Texting  While 
Driving,  Hands-Free 
Phone  Device  Allowed 

20.1% 

16.4% 

16.8% 

14.2% 

19.1% 

Hands-Free  Phone 
Device  Use  Only 

12.8% 

14.0% 

19.7% 

26.8% 

23.2% 

No  Restrictions 

2.4% 

3.6% 

4.4% 

5.6% 

3.8% 

No  Opinion  /  Refused 

0.7% 

1.0% 

2.4% 

3.1% 

2.5% 

In  2014  men  65  and  older  were  the  least  likely  to  talk  on  a  cell  phone  while  driving.  As  has  been 
the  case  since  this  question  was  first  asked,  females  between  30  to  39  were  the  most  likely  group 
to  talk  on  a  cell  phone  while  driving  with  22.3%  of  this  segment  stating  they  do  so  fifty  percent 
of  the  time  or  more. 

In  2013  women  65  and  older  were  the  least  likely  to  talk  on  a  cell  phone  while  driving.  Females 
between  30  to  39  continue  to  be  the  most  likely  group  to  talk  on  a  cell  phone  while  driving  with 

24.3%  of  this  segment  stating  they  do  so  fifty  percent  of  the  time  or  more.  This  segment  was 
also  most  likely  to  text  while  driving,  but  only  3.4%  texted  at  least  half  the  time  they  were 
driving. 

In  2012  females  between  30  to  39  years  of  age  were  much  more  likely  to  talk  on  a  cell  phone 
while  driving  than  otha-  poups  with  27.8%  of  this  segment  stating  that  they  do  so  at  least  half  of 
the  time  they  are  driving.  People  between  1 8  to  29  were  more  likely  to  text  while  driving  than 
other  segments,  but  only  about  4%  of  this  segment  texted  at  least  half  the  time  they  were  driving. 
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Alcohol  Impaired  Driving 


Missouri  drivers  were  asked  three  questions  regarding  alcohol  impaired  driving.  When  these 
questions  were  first  asked  in  2010,  the  researchers  were  concerned  that  people  might  not  answer 
tiiese  questions  honestly  considering  the  legal  and  ethical  implications  of  driving  under  the 
influence.  However,  the  survey  opmtors  had  flie  eonsistent  impression  that  people  were  either 
answering  these  questions  honestly  or  simply  refused  to  answer  the  question.  The  same  calling 
center  has  been  used  since  the  2010  survey  and  the  call  center  operators  have  had  the  identical 
impression  every  year  they  have  conducted  surveys. 

Question  13:  In  the  past  60  days,  how  many  times  have  you  driven  a  motor  vehicle  within  two 
(2)  hours  after  drinking  alcoholic  beverages? 

90.7%  of  Missouri  drivers  stated  that  they  had  not  driven  a  vehicle  within  two  hours  of 
consuming  m  ^edbolic  beverage  anytime  in  the  last  sixty  days.  This  is  similar  to  the  20 1 2 
findings.  6.7%  of  Wss)uri  drivers  admitted  to  having  done  so  at  least  once  in  the  last  sixty  days, 
including  a  few  who  stated  they  did  so  every  day.  Another  2.6%  refused  to  answer  the  question. 

Researchers  usually  hesitate  to  draw  conclusions  from  refusals,  but  after  considering  the 
implications  for  self-incrimination  and  the  impressions  of  the  survey  operators.  Heartland  Market 
Research  concluded  that  approximately  9.3%  of  Missouri  drivers  have  driven  under  the  influence 
of  aI(DOhol  m  the  last  sixty  days.  Considering  the  margin  of  error,  this  is  similar  to  the  findinp 
that  have  been  measured  most  years  of  this  study  (1 1 .5%  in  20 1 0, 1 8.7%  in  20 1 1 , 8.3%  m  20 12, 
and  12.7%  in  2013). 

Out  of  those  who  admitted  to  drinking  before  driving,  the  average  driver  did  so  about  four  times 
in  the  last  sixty  days  (average  of  3.6  times).  This  is  identical  to  the  findings  from  last  year  and 
less  than  previous  years.  It  compares  to  an  average  of  5.5  times  in  2012, 6.2  toes  in  201 1 ,  and 
an  average  of  5.2  toes  in  2010. 
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Table  15:  Statewide  Drinking  Behavior  before  Driving 


In  the  past 
60  days, 
how  many 
times  have 
you  driven 
a  vehicle 
within  two 
(2)  hours 

after 
drinking 
alcoholic 
beverages? 


2010 

2011 

2012 

2013 

2014 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

0 

88.20% 

81.30% 

91.70% 

87.30% 

90.71% 

1 

3.20% 

4.60% 

2.50% 

2.20% 

2.57% 

2 

3.00% 

1.80% 

2.10% 

2.60% 

2.18% 

3 

0.80% 

1.10% 

0.40% 

0.70% 

0.62% 

4 

0.60% 

2.20% 

0.30% 

0.60% 

0.36% 

5 

0.30% 

0.40% 

0.60% 

0.40% 

0.45% 

6 

0.40% 

0.00% 

0.30% 

0.10% 

0.16% 

7 

0.00% 

0.00% 

0.00% 

0.10% 

0.03% 

8 

0.00% 

0.10% 

0.10% 

0.20% 

0.00% 

10 

0.50% 

0.40% 

0.10% 

0.20% 

0.21% 

12 

0.10% 

0.00% 

0.00% 

0.10% 

0.02% 

14 

0.00% 

0.00% 

0.10% 

0.00% 

0.00% 

15 

0.00% 

0.30% 

0.00% 

0.00% 

0.00% 

20 

0.10% 

0.00% 

0.00% 

0.00% 

0.03% 

24 

0.10% 

0.00% 

0.00% 

0.00% 

0.00% 

25 

0.00% 

0.00% 

0.00% 

0.10% 

0.01% 

30 

0.10% 

0.40% 

0.00% 

0.00% 

0.00% 

60 

0.20% 

0.10% 

0.30% 

0.10% 

0.09% 

Refused 

2.20% 

7.30% 

1.50% 

5.50% 

2.58% 

In  2014  those  most  likely  to  drive  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  were  males  of  65  years  of  age 
and  older.  Men  wrere  much  more  likely  to  drive  afto*  drinking  llian  women.  As  was  the  case  for 

the  two  previous  years,  men  1 8  to  29  stated  they  drove  after  drinking  less  than  the  other  male 
segments,  but  this  group  was  still  more  likely  to  drive  under  the  influence  than  women  1 8  to  29 
(the  female  age  range  most  likely  to  drink  and  drive).  Drivers  of  motorcycles  were  more  likely 
to  drive  under  the  influence  than  drivers  of  other  vehicles  followed  by  drivers  of  pickup  trucks. 
Drivers  of  vans  or  minivans  were  the  least  likely  to  drive  after  drinking.  Those  who  lived  in 
highly  urbanized  areas  were  most  likely  to  drive  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  compared  to 
residents  of  other  areas.  While  awareness  of  DUI  enforcement  was  not  correlated  with  stated 
behavior,  the  expectation  of  bemg  ticketed  reduced  the  likelihood  of  DUI  behavior  similar  to  the 
results  m  2013  and  2011. 
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In  2013  those  most  likely  to  drive  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  were  males  50  to  64  years  of 
age  and  older.  Men  were  much  more  likely  to  drive  after  drinking  than  women.  As  was  the  case 
in  2012,  men  1 8  to  29  stated  they  drove  after  drinking  less  tfian  the  other  nmle  segments,  but  this 
group  was  still  more  likely  to  drive  under  the  influence  than  women  30  to  39  (the  ft^nale  age 
range  most  likely  to  drive  and  drive).  Drivers  of  pickup  trucks  were  more  likely  to  drive  under 
the  influence  than  drivers  of  other  vehicles  followed  by  drivers  of  SUVs/crossovers.  In  a  change 
from  the  previous  year,  drivers  of  other  types  of  truck  were  the  least  likely  to  drive  after 
drinking.  While  awareness  of  DUI  enforcement  was  not  correlated  with  stated  behavior,  the 
expectation  of  being  ticketed  reduced  the  likeUhood  of  driving  under  the  influence. 

In  2012  those  most  likely  to  drive  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  were  males  40  years  of  age  and 
older.  Men  were  much  more  likely  to  drive  after  drinking  than  women.  Men  18  to  29  stated 
they  drove  after  drinking  less  than  the  other  male  segments,  but  this  group  was  still  more  likely 
to  drive  under  Ihe  influence  than  women  30  to  39  (the  female  age  range  most  likely  to  drive  and 
drive).  Drivers  of  motorcycles,  SUVs,  and  all  types  of  trucks  were  more  likely  to  drive  under  the 
influence  than  drivers  of  other  vehicles.  Neither  awareness  of  DUI  enforcement  nor  expectations 
of  being  ticketed  was  correlated  with  drinking  and  driving  behavior. 

In  201 1  those  most  likely  to  drive  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  were  again  males  between  50  to 
64  years  of  age.  Males  18  to  29  and  females  30  to  39  were  also  more  likely  to  drive  under  the 
infltmce  than  other  segments.  Similar  to  2010,  neither  motorcyclists  nor  dri  vens  of  "other  type 
of  truck"  stated  they  had  consumed  alcohol  within  two  hours  of  driving,  but  this  year  some  of  the 
motorcyclists  refused  to  answer  the  question.  While  awareness  of  DUI  enforcement  was  not 
correlated  with  stated  behavior,  in  201 1  the  expectation  of  being  ticketed  reduced  the  likelihood 
of  driving  under  the  influence. 

In  2010  those  most  likely  to  drive  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  were  males  between  50  to  64 
years  of  age.  Unlike  other  risky  behavior  measured  in  this  survey,  drivers  of  motorcycles  and 
those  who  stated  they  drove  an  "other  type  of  truck"  were  the  least  likely  to  drink  before  driving. 
According  to  the  research,  not  a  single  motorcycle  driver  or  "other"  truck  driver  stated  they  had 
consumed  alcohol  within  two  hours  of  driving. 
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Question  14:  In  the  past  30  days,  have  you  read,  seen  or  heard  anything  about  alcohol 
impaired  driving  (or  drunk  driving)  enforcement  by  police? 

Approximately  half  (50.6%)  of  Missouri  drivers  were  aware  of  recent  publicity  regarding  DUI 
enforcement.  This  was  similar  to  the  findings  of  the  previous  years.  The  timing  of  this  survey 
made  these  results  intriguing.  Before  2013,  this  survey  has  been  conducted  in  the  summer 
(typically  in  June).  In  2013  the  survey  was  conducted  in  March  and  in  2014  the  survey  was 
conducted  in  April.  Resulls  were  quite  consistent  despite  the  variation  in  timing. 


Table  16:  DUI  Enforcement  Publicity  Awareness 


2010 

Phone 
Survey 

2011 

Phone 
Survey 

2012 

Phone 
Survey 

2013 

Phone 
Survey 

2014 

Phone 
Survey 

In  the  past  30  days,  have 
you  read,  seen  or  heard 
anything  about  alcsohol 

impaired  driving  (or  drunk 
driving)  enforcement  by 
police? 

Yes 

54.9% 

48.4% 

49.9% 

52.0% 

50.6% 

No 

44.8% 

50.6% 

49.3% 

47.1% 

48.8% 

No  Opinion 
/  Refused 

0.3% 

1.0% 

0.8% 

0.9% 

0.5% 

Question  15:  What  do  you  think  the  chances  are  of someone  getting  arrested  if  they  drive  after 

drinking? 

70.8%  of  the  respondents  expected  people  who  drove  after  drinking  would  be  arrested  at  least 
half  of  the  time,  statistically  identical  to  that  of  the  previous  measurements. 


Table  17:  Perceived  Chance  of  Arrest  after  DUI 


2010 

2011 

2012 

2013 

2014 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Phone 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

Survey 

What  do  you  think 
the  chances  are  of 
someone  getting 
arrested  if  they  drive 
after  drinking? 

Always 

16.6% 

14.1% 

16.9% 

17.4% 

13.0% 

Most  of  the  time 

21.5% 

22.9% 

21.9% 

24.3% 

23.4% 

Half  of  the  time 

34.2% 

32.1% 

32.5% 

30.5% 

34.4% 

Rarely 

24.6% 

27.4% 

24.4% 

23.0% 

25.8% 

Never 

1.2% 

0.7% 

1 .7% 

0.7% 

0.8% 

No  Opinion/Refused 

2.0% 

2.8% 

2.7% 

4.1% 

2.6% 
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Principal  Investigator  and  Project  Members 

Heartland  Market  Research  LLC 

Gentry,  Lance  Principal  Investigator:  The  Principal  Investigator  (PI)  had  the  primary 

responsibility  for  achieving  the  objectives  of  the  project,  while  also 
ensuring  the  project  complied  with  the  financial,  administrative,  and  legal 
constrmnts  associated  with  the  project  contract.  General  responsibilities  of 
the  PI  included  the  following: 

•  Complete  the  project  as  documented  in  the  contract  (e.g.,  weight  and 
analyze  results,  write  reports,  manage  subcontractor,  etc.)  or  make 
changes  to  the  plan  as  needed  to  ensure  all  work  is  completed  in 
accordance  with  the  research  goals  and  objectives  within  the  original 
proposal 

•  Fulfill  the  project's  financial  plan  as  presented  in  tiie  funded  proposal 
or  make  changes  to  the  plan  as  needed  to  ensure  all  work  is  completed 
within  the  original  budget 

•  Report  project  progress  to  MoDOT  to  ensure  sponsor  is  kept  aware  of 
key  activities  and  benchmarks 

•  Keqp  records  of  all  project  related  expenses 

Quancor  Virtual  Sales  and  Marketing 

Kom,  Marie  President  and  CEO:  Responsible  for  overall  operations  of  the  company. 

Kom,  Steve  Vice-President  of  Sales:  Responsible  for  ensuring  how  QVSM's 

telemarketing  merges  in  with  the  rest  of  QVSM's  clients'  marketing 
efforts  to  achieve  their  sales  and  marketing  goals. 

Seuring,  Michael       Client  Relations  Manager:  Duties  include  contacting  Heartland  Market 

Research  about  any  issues  regarding  this  project.  Helped  develop  caller 
scripts  and  was  day-to-day  contact  regarding  the  progress  of  survey.  Mike 
was  also  responsible  for  coordinating  the  work-flow  of  the  QVSM 
programmer  who  built  the  agent  screens  from  the  scripts  and  ensured  that 
QVSM's  Operations  staff  had  all  the  tools  they  need  to  complete  all  jobs 
and  exceed  the  project  goals. 

Bitter,  Tammy  Operations  Manager:  Responsible  for  the  day-to-day  operations  for 

QVSM. 

Doddy,  Terry  Traffic  Manager:  Ensured  survey  calls  were  run  at  the  best  times  to 

maximize  their  results.  This  included  watching  what  days  agents  called, 
what  times  of  day  they  run  and  which  agents  made  the  calls. 

Ying,  Darral  Quality  Manager:  Responsible  for  QVSM's  Quality  Assurance  staff. 
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Appendix  A 

Work  Plan 

Given  the  objectives  of  this  project,  Heartland  proposed  a  phone  survey  of  Missouri  drivers. 
MoDOT  notified  Heartland  that  their  proposal  was  the  best  of  Hhose  submitted  and  that  they 
i^Quld  pKiceed  on  March  28, 2014.  Heartland  immediately  notified  Quancor  Virtual  Sales  and 
Marketing  (QVSM)  that  the  project  was  underway. 

Quancor  Virtual  Sales  and  Marketing  immediately  started  programming  the  final  version  of  the 
survey  into  their  call  center  system.  Next  their  callers  and  their  management  team  were  trained 
on  the  new  scripts.  Each  caller  was  thoroughly  tested  on  the  scripts  before  they  were  permitted 
to  make  any  live  calls. 

Quancor  Virtual  Sales  and  Marketing  started  surveying  people  on  April  4, 2014.  All  survey 
answers  were  recorded  and  stored  for  30  days  in  case  MoDOT  wanted  to  review  any  of  the 
phone  interviews.  Quancor  Virtual  Sales  and  Marketing  delivered  2,513  completed  surveys  to 
Heartland  on  April  18,  2014.  Heartland  organized  the  data  and  provided  top  line  (unweighted) 
results  to  MoDOT  on  April  19.  2014.  Heartland  analyzed  the  data  and  wrote  a  draft  report  for 
MoDOT.  In  accordance  with  MoDOT  guidelines,  the  report  was  written  using  their  Research 
Rq)ort  Template  to  ensure  a  consistent  format  with  other  technical  reports. 

Heartland  provided  MoDOT  with  an  initial  report  on  April  29, 2014.  MoDOT  reviewed  the 
document  and  provide  feedback  on  the  report  to  Heartland  on  May  9.  Heartland  then  deUvered 
the  final  report  to  MoDOT  on  May  12. 


Table  18:  Timetine  for  2014  Surveys 


Schedule  of  Events 

Completion 

MoDOT  awarded  the  contract  to  Heartland 

March  28,  2014 

QVSM  programs  survey  into  call  center  system  and  tests  program 

Aprils,  2014 

QVSM  conducts  regional  stratified  survey  starting  April  4,  2014 

April  18,2014 

QVSM  provides  all  data  to  Heartland 

April  18, 2014 

Heartland  provides  top  line  results  to  MoDOT 

April  19,2014 

Heartland  analyzes  data  am!  pi  , 

 - 

MoDOT  provides  Heartland  wiili  i  codback  on  draft  report 

May  9, 2014 

Heartland  completes  final  report  and  provides  to  MoDOT 

May  12, 2014 
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Appendix  B 

Survey  Scripts 

Phone  Survey  Script 

Hello,  this  is  (RepName)  calling  on  behalf  of  Heartland  Market  Research.  We  are 
conducting  a  brief  survey  about  transportation  issues  facing  people  in  Missouri.  We  are 

not  selling  anything,  this  number  was  selected  at  random,  and  no  personal  information 
will  be  gathered.  This  means  your  answers  will  be  completely  anonymous  -  we  are  just 
interested  in  the  overall  opinion  of  Missouri  drivers. 

a.  Are  you  a  licensed  Missouri  driver? 

a.  Yes 

b.  No  [end  interview] 

b.  What  is  your  age? 

a.  1 8-29  years  old 

b.  30-39  years  old 

c.  40-49  years  old 

d.  50-64  years  old 

e.  65+  years  old 

[If  the  respondent  is  under  1 8  years  old,  ask  respondent  if  anyone  over  tiie  age  of 
1 8  is  available,  if  not,  end  interview] 

c.  Are  you  male  or  female? 

a.  Male 

b.  Female 

d.  What  is  your  ethnicity? 

a.  American  Indian  or  Alaska  Native 

b.  Asian 

c.  Black  or  African  American 

d.  Hispanic  or  Latino 

e.  Native  Hawaiian  or  Other  Pacific  Islander 

f.  White 

[Respondent  may  select  multiple  categories] 

e.  Is  the  vehicle  you  drive  most  often  a: 

a.  Car 

b.  VanorMinii^ 

c.  Motorcycle 

d .  Sport  Uti  I  ity  Vehicle  or  Crossover 

e.  Pickup  Truck 

f.  Other  type  of  truck 

f.  In  what  county  do  you  currently  live? 

a.   county  name 

g.  What  is  your  home  zip  code: 

a.   zip  code 
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h.  What  is  your  household  income? 

a.  Under  $30,000 

b.  $30,000 -$49,999 

c.  $50,000  -  $69,999 

d.  $70,000  or  greater 

e.  I  prefer  not  to  answer  [do  not  ask,  only  use  if  respondent  volunteers  this 
answer] 

1 .  How  often  do  you  use  seat  belts  when  you  drive  or  ride  in  a  car,  van,  sport  utility  vehicle 
or  pick  up? 

a.  Always 

b.  Most  of  the  Time 

c.  Half  of  the  Time 

d.  Rarely 

e.  Never 


2.  Do  you  favor  keeping  Missouri's  seat  belt  law  as  a  "secondary  law" — where  you  can  only 
be  pulled  over  or  ticketed  if  you  are  observed  committing  another  violation;  or  do  you 
favor  changing  Missouri's  seat  belt  law  to  a  "primary  law" — where  you  can  be  pulled 
over  or  ticketed  if  the  officer  clearly  observes  you  are  not  wearing  your  seat  belt? 

a.  Keep  "secondary  law" 

b.  Change  to  "primary  law" 

3.  Currently,  the  fme  for  violating  Missouri's  seat  beU  law  is  $  1 0.  Would  you  support  an 
increase  in  the  fine  associated  with  this  violation? 

a.  Yes  [Skip  to  Question  3b] 

b.  No  [Skip  to  Question  4] 

3b.  In  your  opinion,  what  should  the  fine  associated  vdth  violating  Missouri's  seat  belt  law 
be? 

a.  Under  $25 

b.  $25 -$49 

c.  $50 -$74 

d.  $75 -$100 

e.  Over  $100 

4.  In  the  past  60  days,  have  you  read,  seen  or  heard  anything  about  seat  belt  law 
enforcement  by  police? 

a.  Yes 

b.  No 
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5.  What  do  you  think  the  chances  are  of  getting  a  ticket  if  you  don't  wear  your  safety  belt? 

a.  Always 

b.  Most  of  the  Time 

c.  Half  of  the  Time 

d.  Rarely 

e.  Never 

6.  On  a  local  road  with  a  speed  limit  of  30  mph,  how  often  do  you  drive  faster  than  35  mph? 

a.  Always 

b.  Most  of  the  Time 

c.  Half  of  the  Time 

d.  Rarely 

e.  Never 

7.  On  a  local  road  with  a  speed  limit  of  70  mph,  how  often  do  you  drive  faster  than  75  mph? 

a.  Alvrays 

b.  Most  of  the  Time 

c.  Half  of  the  Time 

d.  Rarely 

e.  Never 

8.  In  the  past  30  days,  have  you  read,  seen  or  heard  anything  about  speed  enforcement  by 

police? 

a.  Yes 

b.  No 

9.  What  do  you  think  the  chances  are  of  getting  a  ticket  if  you  drive  over  the  speed  limit? 

a.  Always 

b.  Most  of  the  Time 

c.  Half  of  the  Time 

d.  Rarely 

e.  Never 

10.  How  often  do  you  talk  on  a  hand-held  cellular  phone  while  driving  a  car,  van,  sport  utility 

vehicle,  or  pick-up? 

a.  Always 

b.  Most  of  the  Time 

c.  Half  of  the  Time 

d.  Rarely 

e.  Never 
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1 1 .  How  often  do  you  use  a  hand-held  cellular  phone  for  texting  while  driving  a  car,  van, 
sport  utility  vehicle,  or  pick-up? 

a.  Always 

b.  Most  of  the  Time 

c.  Half  of  the  Time 

d.  Rarely 

e.  Never 

12.  Many  states  have  passed  laws  which  restrict  or  ban  cellular  phone  use,  including  texting, 
while  driving.  What  level  of  restrictions  would  you  support  regarding  cellular  phone 
usage  while  driving? 

a.  Full  Restrictions  -  No  Celluliff  Phone  Use  Allowed 

b.  Ban  on  Texting  While  Driving,  Phone  Use  Allowed 

c.  Ban  on  Texting  While  Driving,  Hands-Free  Phone  Device  Allowed 

d.  Hands-Free  Phone  Device  Use  Only 

e.  No  Restrictions 

13.  In  the  past  60  days,  how  many  times  have  you  driven  a  motor  vehicle  within  two  (2) 
hours  after  drinking  alcoholic  beverages? 

a.   (number)  times 

14.  In  the  past  30  days,  have  you  read,  seen  or  heard  anything  about  alcohol  impaired  driving 
(or  drunk  driving)  enforcement  by  pohce? 

a.  Yes 

b.  No 

15.  What  do  you  think  the  chances  are  of  someone  getting  arrested  if  they  drive  after 
drinking? 

a.  Always 

b.  Most  of  the  Time 

c.  Half  of  the  Time 

d.  Rarely 

e.  Never 

Thank  you  very  much.  Have  a  great  day/night 
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Appendix  C 

Additional  Findings:  Crosstabs  of  Interest 

The  survey  results  in  the  main  report  were  weighted  proportionally  to  the  actual  population  in 
terms  of  geographic,  gender,  and  age  distributions.  In  this  appendix,  the  results  are  presented  by 
various  variables  of  interest,  such  as  by  district  and  are  unweighted. 

The  crosstabs  that  the  researchers  thought  would  be  of  most  interest  to  MoDOT  are  presented  in 
this  appendix  (all  research  questions  by  district  and  all  research  questions  by  category  of 
residence).  Heartland  Market  Research  will  gladly  provide  additional  crosstabs  upon  request. 


Research  Questions  by  District 

Since  the  sample  size  for  each  district  is  smaller  than  the  overall  survey,  the  respective  margin  of 
error  is  greater.  Margins  of  error  are  cumulative,  so  in  order  for  a  change  from  201 3  to  2014  to 
be  statistically  significant,  it  must  be  greater  than  the  sum  of  the  district's  margin  of  error  for 
these  years.  For  example,  for  the  St.  Louis  District,  any  change  from  201 3  to  201 4  must  be 
greater  than  10.4%  (5.2%  +  5.2%)  in  order  to  be  95%  certain  it  is  truly  a  change  in  opinion  or 
behavior. 


Table  19:  Margin  of  Error  b] 

y  District 

Location 

2010 

2011 

2012 

2013 

2014 

NW 

4.5% 

7.0% 

5.2% 

5.2% 

5.2% 

NE 

5.0% 

7.9% 

5.2% 

5.2% 

5.2% 

KG 

5.4% 

9.1% 

5.1% 

5.2% 

5.2% 

CD 

4.9% 

7.5% 

5.1% 

5.2% 

5.2% 

SL 

5.7% 

9.1% 

5.0% 

5.2% 

5.2% 

SW 

4.2% 

6.7% 

5.0% 

5.1% 

5.2% 

SE 

4.1% 

6.4% 

5.0% 

5.2% 

5.1% 

State 

1 .8% 

2.8% 

1.9% 

2.0% 

2.0% 

C-l 
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Table  20:  Dbtrict  by  Question  1 


iM^Mtowoftoi^oyoiMiMSMtM 


How  often  do  you  use  se 

at  belts  when  you  drive  oi 

ride  In  a  car.  van.  sport  utility  vehicle,  or  pidc  uo? 

Total 

Always 

Most  01  tno  ome 

nafT  or  tne  um6 

Rarely 

Never 

No  Opinion/Refused 

287 

46 

7 

8 

10 

0 

358 

80.2% 

12.8% 

2.0% 

2.2% 

2.8% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

274 

64 

9 

S 

7 

0 

359 

76,3% 

17.8% 

2.5% 

1.4% 

1.9% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

311 

30 

6 

6 

8 

0 

361 

86.1% 

8.3% 

1.7% 

1.7% 

2.2% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

285 

43 

9 

8 

8 

1 

354 

80.5% 

12.1% 

2.5% 

2.3% 

2.3% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

324 

22 

5 

4 

5 

0 

360 

90.0% 

6.1% 

1.4% 

1.1% 

1.4% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

292 

45 

2 

7 

8 

1 

355 

82.3% 

12.7% 

0.6% 

2.0% 

^3% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

272 

50 

16 

14 

14 

0 

366 

74.3% 

13.7% 

4.4% 

3.8% 

3.8% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

2045 

300 

54 

52 

60 

2 

2513 

81.4% 

11.9% 

2.1% 

^1% 

2.4% 

0.1% 

100.0% 

C-2 
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Table  21:  District  by  Question  2 


Districts  *  Do  you  favor  keeping  Missouri's  seat  belt  law  as  a  "secondary  law"— where  you  can  only  be  pulled  over  or  ticketed  If 
you  are  oiweryed  committing  another  violation;  or  do  you  ftvor  changing  Missouri's  seat  belt  law  to  a  "primary  law"-HWhere  you 


can  be  pulled  Crosstabulatton* 


Do  you  bvor  keeping  Missouri's  seat  belt  law  as  a  "secondary 

law"— where  you  can  only  be  pulled  over  or  ticketed  if  you  are 

observed  committing  another  violation;  or  do  you  favor  changing 
Missouri's  seat  belt  law  to  a  "primary  law" — where  you  can  be  pulled 

Total 

Keep  "secondary 
law" 

Change  to  "primary 
law" 

No  Opinion/Refused 

Count 

219 

116 

23 

358 

NW 

%  within  Districts 

61.2% 

32.4% 

6.4% 

1  nn  no/ 
1  UU.U  /o 

Count 

223 

113 

23 

359 

NE 

%  within  Districts 

62. 1  % 

31.5% 

6.4% 

1  nn  no/ 
1  UO.U  /o 

Count 

187 

143 

31 

361 

KC 

%  within  Districts 

51.8% 

39.6% 

8.6% 

100.0% 

Count 

219 

107 

28 

354 

Districts  CD 

%  within  Districts 

61.9% 

30.2% 

7.9% 

100.0% 

Count 

198 

147 

15 

360 

SL 

%  within  Districts 

55.0% 

40.8% 

4.2% 

100.0% 

Count 

208 

111 

36 

355 

SW 

%  within  Districts 

58.6% 

31.3% 

10.1% 

100.0% 

Count 

226 

120 

20 

366 

SE 

%  within  Districts 

61.7% 

32.8% 

5.5% 

100.0% 

Count 

1480 

857 

176 

2513 

Total 

%  within  Districts 

58.9% 

34.1% 

7.0% 

100.0% 

a.  Year -2014 


C-3 
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Table  22:  District  by  Question  3 


Dteiricts  *  Currently,  the  fine  for  violating  Missouri's  seat  belt  law  is  $10.  Would  you  support  an  increase  In  the  fine  associated 


with  this  violation?  CrosstabuiaMon' 


Cunently,  the  fine  for  violating  Missouri's  seat  l>elt  law  is  $10. 
Wbuld  you  support  an  Increase  in  the  fine  associated  with  this 
violation? 

Total 

Yes 

No 

No  Opinion/RetUsed 

Count 

1 38 

a 
o 

358 

NW 

%  Ulifhin  Diafrfpte 

t9  VVIUIIII  L^I9UImIO 

38.5% 

59.2% 

2.2% 

100.0% 

Count 

1 55 

1  w 

1U 

359 

NE 

%  witnin  Distncts 

43.2% 

54.0% 

2.8% 

100.0% 

Count 

173 

173 

15 

361 

KC 

%  within  DIstriCIs 

47.9% 

47.9% 

4.2% 

100.0% 

Count 

141 

205 

8 

354 

Districts  CD 

%  within  Districts 

39.8% 

57.9% 

2.3% 

100.0% 

Count 

173 

175 

12 

360 

SL 

%  within  Districts 

48.1% 

48.e% 

3.3% 

100.0% 

Count 

149 

192 

14 

355 

SW 

%  within  Districts 

42.0% 

54.1% 

3.9% 

100,0% 

Count 

147 

208 

11 

366 

SE 

%  within  Districts 

40.2% 

56.8% 

3.0% 

100.0% 

Count 

1076 

1359 

78 

2513 

Total 

%  within  Districts 

42.8% 

54.1% 

3.1% 

100.0% 

a.  Year  =  2014 


C-4 
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Table  23:  District  by  Question  3b 


^istncts  *  In  your  opinion,  wliat  should  the  fine  associated  with  violating  Missouri's  seat  belt  law  be?  Crosstabulation" 


In  your  opinion,  what  sliould  the  fine  associated  with  violating  Missouri's  seat  belt  law  be'' 

Total 

Under  $25 

$25  -  $49 

$50  -  $74 

$75  -  $100 

Over  $100 

No  Opinion/Refused 

41 

47 

23 

16 

9 

2 

138 

Districts 

29.7% 

34.1% 

16.7% 

11.6% 

6.5% 

1.4% 

100.0% 

37 

51 

39 

12 

12 

4 

155 

Districts 

23.9% 

32.9% 

25.2% 

7.7% 

7.7% 

2.6% 

100.0% 

25 

59 

45 

21 

21 

2 

173 

Districts 

14.5% 

34.1% 

26.0% 

12.1% 

1Z1% 

1.2% 

100.0% 

19 

53 

35 

12 

15 

7 

141 

Districts 

13.5% 

37.6% 

24.8% 

8.5% 

10.6% 

5.0% 

100.0% 

22 

59 

41 

33 

16 

2 

173 

Districts 

12.7% 

34.1% 

23.7% 

19.1% 

9.2% 

1.2% 

100.0% 

30 

49 

36 

19 

10 

5 

149 

Districts 

20.1% 

32.9% 

24.2% 

^ZS% 

6.7% 

3.4% 

100.0% 

26 

60 

30 

18 

11 

2 

147 

Districts 

17.7% 

40.8% 

20.4% 

12.2% 

7.5% 

1.4% 

100.0% 

200 

378 

249 

131 

94 

24 

1076 

Districts 

18.6% 

35.1% 

23.1% 

12.2% 

8.7% 

2.2% 

100.0% 

C-5 
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Table  24:  District  by  Question  4 


In  the  past  60  days,  have  you  read,  seen  or  heard  anything  about 
seat  be[t  law  enlbrcement  by  police? 

Total 

Yes 

No 

Nn  Dnininn/RoA  isaH 

Count 

76 

280 

2 

358 

NW 

%  within  Districts 

21.2% 

78.2% 

0.6% 

100  0% 

Count 

64 

294 

1 

359 

NE 

%  within  Districts 

17.8% 

81.9% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

Count 

71 

288 

2 

361 

KC 

%  within  Districts 

IS*.  /  /o 

/(f.OTO 

U.0% 

100.0% 

Count 

83 

269 

2 

354 

Districts  CD 

%  within  Districts 

23.4% 

76.0% 

0.6% 

•inn  noL 

Count 

50 

308 

2 

360 

SL 

%  within  Districts 

13.9% 

85.6% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

Count 

63 

286 

6 

355 

SW 

%  within  Districts 

17.7% 

80.6% 

1.7% 

100.0% 

Count 

70 

294 

2 

366 

SE 

%  within  Districts 

19.1% 

80.3% 

0.5% 

100.0% 

Count 

477 

2019 

17 

2513 

Total 

%  within  Districts 

19.0% 

80.3% 

0.7% 

100.0% 

a.  Year  =  2014 


C-6 
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Table  25:  District  by  Question  5 


Districts  *  What  do  you  think  the  chances  are  of  getting  a  ticket  If  you  dont  wear  your  «afety  belt?  Cros«tabulatlon* 


What  do  you  think  the  chances  are  of  getting 

attoketifyoudonlwi 

tar  your  safety  t>elt? 

Total 

Always 

Most  of  the  time 

Half  Of  the  time 

Rarely 

Never 

No  OpinkHi/Refused 

39 

69 

85 

117 

27 

21 

358 

ricts 

10.9% 

19.3% 

23.7% 

32.7% 

7.5% 

5.9% 

100.0% 

61 

70 

78 

108 

24 

28 

359 

14.2% 

19.5% 

21.7% 

30.1% 

6.7% 

7.8% 

100.0% 

34 

61 

79 

137 

38 

22 

361 

TiCtS 

9.4% 

14.1% 

21.9% 

38.0% 

10.5% 

6.1% 

100.0% 

56 

60 

68 

118 

26 

26 

354 

nets 

15.8% 

16.9% 

19.2% 

33.3% 

7.3% 

7.3% 

100.0% 

33 

49 

67 

145 

43 

23 

360 

j-icts 

9.2% 

13.6% 

18.6% 

40.3% 

11.9% 

6.4% 

100.0% 

36 

62 

79 

118 

31 

29 

355 

Tksts 

10.1% 

17.5% 

22.3% 

33.2% 

8.7% 

8.2% 

100.0% 

44 

63 

73 

125 

34 

27 

366 

Ttots 

12.0% 

17.2% 

19.9% 

34.2% 

9.3% 

7.4% 

100.0% 

293 

424 

529 

868 

223 

176 

2513 

TiCtS 

11.7% 

16.9% 

21.1% 

34.5% 

8.9% 

7.0% 

100.0% 

C-7 
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Table  26:  District  by  Question  6 


Districts  *  On  a  local  road  with  a  speed  limit  of  30  mph,  how  often  do  you  drive  faster  than  35  mph?  Crosstabulatlon' 


On  a  local  road  with  a  speed  limit  of  30  mph,  how  often  do  you  drive  faster  than  35  mph? 

Total 

Always 

Most  Of  the  time 

Half  of  the  time 

Rarely 

Never 

No  Opinion/Refused 

10 

41 

41 

174 

91 

1 

358 

icts 

2.8% 

11.6% 

11.6% 

48.6% 

25.4% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

14 

37 

40 

172 

91 

5 

359 

lets 

3.9% 

10.3% 

11.1% 

47.9% 

25.3% 

1.4% 

100.0% 

7 

31 

48 

181 

91 

3 

361 

Icts 

1.9% 

8.6% 

13.3% 

50.1% 

25.2% 

0.8% 

100.0% 

13 

30 

44 

172 

96 

0 

354 

Icts 

3  7% 

8.5% 

12.4% 

48.6% 

26.8% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

12 

AO 

4J 

1  7  A 

p<i 

Ol 

360 

3.3% 

13.3% 

11.9% 

48.3% 

22.6% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

14 

38 

55 

149 

98 

1 

355 

lets 

3.9% 

10.7% 

15.5% 

42.0% 

27.6% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

15 

34 

40 

184 

91 

2 

366 

lots 

4.1% 

9.3% 

10.9% 

50.3% 

24.9% 

0.5% 

100.0% 

85 

259 

311 

1206 

638 

14 

2513 

icts 

3.4% 

10.3% 

12.4% 

48.0% 

25.4% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

C-8 
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Table  27:  District  by  Question  7 


On  a  local  road  with  a  speed  limit  of  70  mph,  how  often  do  you  drive 

faster  than  75  mph? 

Total 

Always 

Most  of  the  time 

Half  of  the  time 

Rarely 

Never 

No  OpInion/RelUsed 

3 

16 

19 

137 

183 

0 

358 

lets 

0.8% 

4.5% 

5.3% 

38.3% 

51.1% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

3 

15 

18 

130 

192 

1 

359 

icts 

0.8% 

4.2% 

5.0% 

36.2% 

53.5% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

4 

12 

24 

161 

157 

3 

361 

lets 

1.1% 

3.3% 

6.6% 

44.6% 

43.5% 

0.8% 

100.0% 

4 

17 

25 

124 

184 

0 

354 

tots 

1.1% 

4.8% 

7.1% 

35.0% 

SZ0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

4 

11 

20 

145 

180 

0 

360 

Icts 

1.1% 

3.1% 

5.6% 

40.3% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

8 

14 

26 

130 

176 

1 

355 

icts 

2.3% 

3.9% 

7.3% 

36.6% 

49.6% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

5 

14 

25 

116 

204 

2 

366 

Icts 

1.4% 

3.8% 

6.8% 

31.7% 

55.7% 

0.5% 

100.0% 

31 

99 

157 

943 

1276 

7 

2513 

icts 

1.2% 

3.9% 

6.2% 

37.5% 

50.8% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

C-9 
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Table  28:  District  by  Question  8 


,^^gfiLli!l!blJgljOjgygj!ggij!gtL^g^^  about  speed  enforcement  by  police?  Crosstabulation" 


in  the  past  30  days, 

SIX 

lave  you  read,  seen  or  heard  anything  about 
led  enforcement  by  police? 

Total 

Yes 

No 

NoOpinion/Relltted 

Count 

113 

242 

3 

358 

NW 

%  within  Districts 

31 .8% 

67.6% 

0.8% 

100.0% 

Count 

107 

250 

2 

359 

NE 

%  witliln  Districts 

29.8% 

69.6% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

Count 

95 

265 

1 

361 

KC 

%  within  Di^ricts 

26.3% 

73.4% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

Count 

119 

233 

2 

354 

Districts  CO 

%  within  Districts 

33.6% 

65.8% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

Count 

100 

258 

2 

360 

SL 

%  within  Districts 

27.8% 

71.7% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

Count 

92 

261 

2 

355 

SW 

%  within  Districts 

25.9% 

73.5% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

Count 

88 

276 

2 

366 

SE 

%  within  Districts 

24.0% 

75.4% 

0.5% 

100.0% 

Count 

714 

1785 

14 

2513 

Total 

%  within  Districts 

28.4% 

71.0% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

a.  Year  =  2014 


C-10 
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Table  29:  District  by  Question  9 


Districts  *  What  do  you  think  the  chances  arc  of  cietting  a  ticket  if  you  drive  over  the  speed  limit?  Crosstabulation" 


\'e  of  getting 

a  ticket  ii  yc,i:     ve  ovei  tlie  speed  limit' 

Total 

Rarely 

Never 

No  Opinion/Refused 

30 

99 

10S 

95 

14 

15 

358 

tricts 

8.4% 

27.7% 

29.3% 

28.5% 

3.9% 

4.2% 

100.0% 

26 

103 

129 

85 

8 

8 

359 

tricls 

7.2% 

28.7% 

35.9% 

23.7% 

2.2% 

2.2% 

100.0% 

20 

108 

124 

97 

8 

4 

361 

tricts 

5.5% 

29.9% 

34.3% 

26.9% 

2.2% 

1.1% 

100.0% 

31 

104 

119 

80 

12 

8 

354 

tricts 

8.8% 

29.4% 

33.6% 

22.6% 

3.4% 

2.3% 

100.0% 

27 

76 

136 

107 

11 

3 

360 

tricts 

7.5% 

21.1% 

37.8% 

29.7% 

3.1% 

0.8% 

100.0% 

25 

112 

114 

78 

12 

14 

355 

tricts 

7.0% 

31.5% 

32.1% 

22.0% 

3.4% 

3.9% 

100,0% 

32 

101 

127 

85 

13 

8 

366 

tricts 

8.7% 

27.6% 

34.7% 

23.2% 

3.6% 

2.2% 

100.0% 

191 

703 

854 

627 

78 

60 

2513 

tricts 

7.6% 

28.0% 

34.0% 

K.0% 

3.1% 

2.4% 

100.0% 

c-u 
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Table  30:  District  by  Question  10 


■a  *  How  often  do  you  talk  on  a  hand-heM  cellular  phone  while  driving  a  car,  van,  sport  utility  vehicio  <ji  |)!li<  i  p?  Crosstabuiation' 


How  often  do  you  talk  on  a  hand-held  cellular  phone  while  driving  a  car,  van  sport  utility  vehicle,  or  pick-u 

3? 

Total 

Always 

Most  of  the  time 

Half  of  the  time 

Rarely 

Never 

No  Opinion/Refused 

1 

7 

30 

169 

149 

2 

358 

0.3% 

2.0% 

8.4% 

47.2% 

41.6% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

3 

2 

46 

152 

154 

2 

359 

0.8% 

0.6% 

12.8% 

42.3% 

42.9% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

3 

5 

37 

157 

157 

2 

361 

0.8% 

1.4% 

10.2% 

43.5% 

43.5% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

2 

12 

27 

161 

147 

5 

354 

0.6% 

3.4% 

7.6% 

45.5% 

41.5% 

1.4% 

100.0% 

3 

5 

28 

157 

165 

2 

360 

0.6% 

1.4% 

7.8% 

43.6% 

45.8% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

2 

3 

32 

150 

167 

1 

355 

0.6% 

0.8% 

9.0% 

42.3% 

47.0% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

1 

7 

30 

145 

182 

1 

366 

0.3% 

1.9% 

6.2% 

39.6% 

49.7% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

15 

41 

230 

1091 

1121 

15 

2513 

0,6% 

16% 

9.2% 

43.4% 

44.6% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

c-12 
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Table  31:  District  by  Question  11 


How  often  do  you  use  a  hand-held  cellular  phone  for  texting  while  driving  a  car,  van,  sport  utility  vehicle,  or  pick-up? 

Total 

Always 

Most  Of  the  time 

Half  of  the  time 

Rarely 

Never 

No  Opinion/Refused 

0 

0 

2 

45 

308 

3 

358 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.6% 

12.6% 

86.0% 

0.8% 

100.0% 

0 

0 

2 

33 

320 

4 

359 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.6% 

9.2% 

89.1% 

1.1% 

100.0% 

1 

0 

3 

34 

322 

1 

361 

0.3% 

0.0% 

0.8% 

9.4% 

89.2% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

1 

0 

1 

32 

313 

7 

354 

0.3% 

0.0% 

0.3% 

9.0% 

88.4% 

2.0% 

100.0% 

0 

0 

2 

29 

326 

3 

360 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.6% 

8.1% 

90.6% 

0.8% 

100,0% 

0 

1 

1 

25 

325 

3 

355 

0.0% 

0.3% 

0.3% 

7.0% 

91.5% 

.  0.8% 

100.0% 

0 

0 

0 

27 

339 

0 

366 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

7.4% 

92.6% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

2 

1 

11 

22S 

2253 

21 

2513 

0.1% 

0.0% 

0.4% 

9.0% 

89.7% 

0.8% 

100.0% 
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Table  32:  District  by  Question  12 


which  restrict  or  ban  cellular  phone  use,  including  texting,  while  driving.  What  level  of  restrictions  would  you  support  regarding  cellular  phone  usage  while  driving? 

Crosstabulation* 


Many  states  fiave  passed  laws  which  restrict  or  ban  cellular  phone  use,  including  texting,  while  driving.  What  level  of  restrictions  would  you  support 

Total 

regarding  cellular  phone  usage  while  driving? 

Full  KflMncDons  -  no 

Ban  on  Toxuno  wnw 

BanonTexOngWHte 

Hsnds^rae  Phone 

NO  nestncoons 

No  Oplnion/Renised 

Driving,  Hands-Free 

Device  Use  Only 

Allowad 

Allowed 

Phone  Device  Allowed 

lis 

82 

60 

79 

12 

10 

358 

32.1% 

22.9% 

16.8% 

22.1% 

3.4% 

2.8% 

100.0% 

90 

84 

64 

82 

18 

12 

359 

27.6% 

23.4% 

17.8% 

22.8% 

5.0% 

3.3% 

100.0% 

116 

63 

69 

88 

12 

13 

361 

32.1% 

17.5% 

19.1% 

24.4% 

3.3% 

3.6% 

100.0% 

ini 

83 

69 

84 

g 

354 

2B.0% 

19.5% 

23.7% 

O  CO/ 

100.0% 

129 

53 

76 

84 

13 

6 

360 

35.8% 

14.7% 

20.8% 

23.3% 

3.6% 

1.7% 

100.0% 

122 

71 

66 

71 

17 

8 

355 

34.4% 

20.0% 

18.6% 

20.0% 

4.8% 

2.3% 

100.0% 

143 

67 

50 

83 

13 

10 

366 

39.1% 

18.3% 

13.7% 

22.7% 

3.6% 

2.7% 

100.0% 

825 

503 

453 

571 

93 

68 

2513 

32.8% 

20.0% 

18.0% 

22.7% 

3.7% 

2.7% 

100.0% 
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Table  33:  District  by  Question  13 
In  the  past  60  days,  how  many  thnes  have  you  driven  a  motor  vehicle  within  two  (2)  hours  after 

 drinking  alcoholic  beverages?  *  Districts  Crosstabulation'  


Districts 

NW 

NE 

KC 

CD 

SL 

SW 

SE 

Total 

0 

Count 

333 

331 

332 

312 

317 

328 

349 

2,302 

% 

14.5% 

14.4% 

14.4% 

13.6% 

13.8% 

14.2% 

15.2% 

100.0% 

1 

Count 

3 

5 

9 

10 

13 

8 

4 

52 

% 

5.8% 

9.6% 

17.3% 

19.2% 

25.0% 

15.4% 

7.7% 

100.0% 

2 

Count 

6 

7 

5 

9 

12 

2 

4 

45 

% 

13.3% 

15.6% 

11.1% 

20.0% 

26.7% 

4.4% 

8.9% 

100.0% 

3 

Count 

1 

2 

1 

3 

3 

3 

2 

15 

% 

6.7% 

13.3% 

6.7% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

13.3% 

100.0% 

4 

Count 

1 

2 

1 

1 

3 

0 

0 

8 

In  the  past  60 

% 

12.5% 

25.0% 

12.5% 

12.5% 

37.5% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

days,  how 

5 

Count 

0 

0 

2 

1 

3 

1 

0 

7 

many  times 

% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

28.6% 

14.3% 

42.9% 

14.3% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

have  you  driven 

6 

Count 

1 

0 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

4 

a  motor  vehicle 

% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

within  two  (2) 

7 

Count 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

hours  after 

% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

drinking 

10 

Count 

0 

1 

0 

1 

2 

0 

0 

4 

alcoholic 

% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

0.0% 

25.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

beverages? 

12 

Count 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

20 

Count 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

25 

Count 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

60 

Count 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

2 

% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

50.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Refused  Count 

13 

9 

9 

13 

7 

12 

7 

70 

% 

18.6% 

12.9% 

12.9% 

18.6% 

10.0% 

17.1% 

10.0% 

100.0% 

Total 

Count 

358 

359 

361 

354 

360 

355 

366 

2,513 

% 

14.2% 

14.3% 

14.4% 

14.1% 

14.3% 

14.1% 

14.6% 

100.0% 

a.  Year «  2014 
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Table  34:  District  by  Question  14 


Districts  *  In  ths  pist  30  days,  havs  you  raad,  ssan  or  hsard  anytM^g  alx>iit  alcohol  impaired  driving  (or  drunk  driving) 


enforcernen^^o|lM7^«^tab^ 


In  the  past  30  days,  have  you  read,  seen  or  heard  anything  aix>ut 
alcohol  impaired  driving  (or  drunic  drivbig)  enforcement  by  police? 

Total 

Yes 

No 

No  Opinion/Refused 

Count 

190 

164 

4 

358 

NW 

%  within  Districis 

53.1% 

45.8% 

1.1% 

100.0% 

Count 

196 

163 

0 

359 

NE 

%  within  Districts 

54.6% 

45.4% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Count 

175 

185 

1 

361 

Ivv 

%  within  Districts 

48.5% 

61.2% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

Count 

184 

169 

1 

354 

Districts 

CD 

%  within  Districts 

52.0% 

47.7% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

Count 

178 

180 

2 

360 

SL 

%  within  Districts 

49.4% 

50.0% 

0.6% 

100.0% 

Count 

192 

159 

4 

355 

SW 

%  within  Districts 

54.1% 

44.8% 

1.1% 

100.0% 

Count 

189 

176 

1 

366 

SE 

%  within  Districis 

51.6% 

48.1% 

0.3% 

100.0% 

Count 

1304 

1196 

13 

251 3 

Total 

%  within  Distiicis 

51.8% 

47.6% 

0.5% 

100.0% 

a.  Year  =  2014 
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Table  35:  District  by  Question  15 


£totr|cteMMiatdojto^^ 


What  do  you  think  the  chances  are  of  someone  getting  arrested  if  the; 

/  drive  after  drinking? 

Total 

Always 

Most  of  the  time 

Half  of  the  time 

Rarely 

Never 

No  Opinion/Refused 

SO 

77 

123 

90 

4 

14 

358 

:ts 

14.0% 

21.5% 

34.4% 

25.1% 

1.1% 

3.9% 

100.0% 

47 

gs 

136 

73 

3 

5 

359 

:ts 

13.1% 

26.S% 

37.9% 

20.3% 

0.8% 

1.4% 

100.0% 

41 

70 

128 

103 

5 

5 

361 

:ts 

11.4% 

21.9% 

35.5% 

28.5% 

1.4% 

1.4% 

100.0% 

SO 

83 

117 

86 

2 

16 

354 

:ts 

14.1% 

23.4% 

33.1% 

24.3% 

0.6% 

4.6% 

100.0% 

34 

79 

123 

112 

4 

8 

360 

:ts 

9.4% 

21.9% 

34.2% 

31.1% 

1.1% 

2.2% 

100.0% 

47 

84 

123 

85 

1 

15 

355 

:ts 

13.2% 

23.7% 

34.6% 

23.9% 

0.3% 

4.2% 

100.0% 

62 

94 

113 

84 

1 

12 

366 

:ts 

16.9% 

25.7% 

30.9% 

23.0% 

0.3% 

3.3% 

100.0% 

331 

591 

863 

633 

20 

75 

2513 

13.2% 

23.5% 

34.3% 

25.2% 

0.8% 

3.0% 

100.0% 
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Research  Questions  by  Rural/Urban 

Differences  between  rural  and  urban  communities  often  show  themselves  in  various  research 
projects.  These  differences  in  community  are  so  common  that  the  Nielsen  Company  has  used  the 
US  Census  data  to  develop  four  distinct  categories  of  residence:  Highly  Urbanized,  Relatively 
Urbanized,  Relatively  Rural,  and  Very  Rural. 

The  highly  urbanized  responses  come  from  the  St.  Louis  area  and  a  few  counties  adjacent  to  it. 
The  relatively  urbanized  responses  come  from  the  Kansas  City  area  and  a  few  counties  adjacent 
to  it.  The  rest  of  the  state  falls  in  the  categories  of  relatively  rural  or  very  rural.  The  following 
table  may  make  tliis  more  apparent. 

Table  36:  District  by  Nielsen  Community  Type 


Dl«trlct8  ♦  Ntelwn  CrosfbulaMon* 


Nielsen 

Total 

Highly  UrtMnized 

Relatively  Urttanized 

Relatively  Rural 

Very  Rural 

Count 

0 

20 

40 

298 

358 

NW 

%wltliin  Districts 

0.0% 

5.6% 

11.2% 

83.2% 

100.0% 

Count 

44 

0 

0 

315 

359 

NE 

%  within  Districts 

12.3% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

87.7% 

100.0% 

Count 

0 

243 

0 

118 

361 

KO 

%  within  Dlstfids 

0.0% 

67.3% 

0.0% 

32.7% 

100.0% 

Count 

3 

0 

43 

308 

354 

Districts  CD 

%  within  Districts 

0.8% 

0.0% 

12.1% 

87.0% 

100.0% 

Count 

360 

0 

0 

0 

360 

SL 

%  within  Districts 

100.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

Count 

0 

0 

84 

271 

355 

SW 

%  within  Distiicts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

23.7% 

763% 

100.0% 

Count 

0 

0 

15 

351 

366 

SE 

%  within  Districts 

0.0% 

0.0% 

4.1% 

95.9% 

100.0% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

Total 

%  wittlin  Districts 

16.2% 

10.5% 

7.2% 

66.1% 

100.0% 

a.  Year  =  2014 


It  is  important  to  note  that  some  of  Nielsen's  classifications  may  not  be  intuitive  for 
Missourians.  For  example,  most  people  in  Missouri  would  probably  consider  Springfield  and 
Jefferson  City  to  be  relatively  urbjunized,  but  these  areas  are  classified  as  relatively  rural  by 
Nielsen. 


C-18 


424 


tables  are  by  column  (not  by  row  as  has  been  the  case  for  most  of  the  tables  in  this  docum^t).  This  allows 
w  people  in  each  Nielson  Community  answered  the  research  questions. 


Table  37:  Nielson  Community  Type  by  Question  1 


•woMn^d^oiMiseua^eltowhen^^ 


Nielsen 

Totai 

Highly  Urtian^ 

Relatively  Urbanized 

Relatlvety  Rural 

Very  Rural 

Count 

363 

239 

159 

1284 

2045 

vlwdys 

%  within  Nieisen 

89.2% 

90.9% 

87.4% 

77.3% 

81.4% 

Count 

28 

16 

13 

243 

300 

/lost  of  the  time 

%  within  Nielsen 

6.9% 

6.1% 

7.1% 

14.6% 

11.9% 

Count 

5 

S 

5 

39 

54 

iaif  ofthe  time 

%  within  Nielsen 

1.2% 

1.9% 

2.7% 

2.3% 

2.1% 

Count 

4 

1 

3 

44 

52 

larely 

%  within  Nielsen 

1.0% 

0.4% 

1.6% 

2.6% 

2.1% 

Count 

7 

2 

2 

49 

60 

4ever 

%  within  Nielsen 

1.7% 

0.8% 

1.1% 

3.0% 

2.4% 

Count 

0 

0 

0 

2 

2 

io  Opinion/Refused 

%  within  Nieisen 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.1% 

0.1% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2S13 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 
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Table  38:  Nielson  Community  Type  by  Question  2 


law  as  a  "secondary  law" — where  you  can  only  be  pulled  over  or  ticketed  if  you  are  observed  committing  another  violation;  or  do  you  favor  changing  Missouri's  seat 
 belt  law  to  a  "primary  law"— where  you  can  be  pulled  *  Nielsen  Crosstabulatlon*  


Nielsen 

Total 

Highly  Urbanized 

Relatively  Urbanized 

Relatively  Rural 

Very  Rural 

Count 

227 

140 

103 

1010 

1480 

tp  OQvUiiuary  law 

%  within  Nielsen 

55.8% 

53.2% 

56.6% 

60.8% 

58.9% 

Count 

162 

101 

66 

528 

857 

inge  to  "primary  lawT 

%  within  Nielsen 

39.8% 

384% 

36.3% 

31.8% 

34.1% 

Count 

18 

22 

13 

123 

176 

Opinion/Refussd 

%  within  Nielsen 

4.4% 

8.4% 

7.1% 

7.4% 

7.0% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 
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Table  39:  NieLson  Community  Type  by  Question  3 


M^vlolatyiflJglMOurj^eat  belt  law  Is  $10.  Would  you  support  an  Increase  In  the  fine  associated  with  this  violation?  *  Nielsen  Crosstabulatlon' 


Nielsen 

TotsI 

Hinhlu  llrhf)ni7pH 

R^lsitiuplv  Rural 

Very  Rur3l 

Count 

199 

128 

90 

659 

1076 

'es 

%  within  Nl6l86n 

48.9% 

48.7% 

49.5% 

39.7% 

42  8% 

Count 

196 

130 

84 

949 

1359 

to 

%  within  Nielsen 

48.2% 

49.4% 

46.2% 

57.1% 

54.1% 

Count 

12 

S 

8 

53 

78 

to  Opinion/Refused 

%  within  Nielsen 

2.9% 

1.9% 

4.4% 

3.2% 

3.1% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 
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Table  40:  Nielson  Community  Type  by  Question  3b 


Jj^ou^ginion^whatshoul^h^^ 


Nielsen 

Total 

Highly  Urbanized 

Relatively  Urbanized 

Relatively  Rural 

Very  Rural 

Count 

28 

21 

17 

134 

200 

JrKier$2S 

%  within  Nielsen 

14.1% 

16.4% 

18.9% 

20.3% 

18.6% 

Count 

69 

45 

31 

233 

378 

!2S  -  $49 

%  within  Nielsen 

34.7% 

35.2% 

34.4% 

35.4% 

35.1% 

Count 

44 

29 

27 

149 

249 

iSO  -  $74 

%  within  Nielsen 

22.1% 

22.7% 

30.0% 

22.6% 

23.1% 

Count 

37 

17 

9 

68 

131 

-.75 -$100 

%  within  Nielsen 

18.6% 

13.3% 

10.0% 

10.3% 

12.2% 

Count 

18 

15 

5 

56 

94 

}ver$100 

%  within  Nielsen 

9.0% 

11.7% 

5.6% 

8.5% 

8.7% 

Count 

3 

1 

1 

19 

24 

to  Opinton/Refused 

%  within  Nielsen 

1.5% 

0.8% 

1.1% 

2.9% 

2.2% 

Count 

199 

128 

90 

659 

1076 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 
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Table  41:  Niebon  Community  Type  by  Question  4 


ije^as^Ohda^sJiav^oi^ead^eenjjJl^^ 


Nielsen 

Total 

Hinhlv  1  lrhani7pri 

Rplfitiuplu  llrh!ini7Prl 

1  ^dClil  VCIf  \Jl  vol  IlifcCU 

Rplstiuplv  Riir?)l 

Very  RursI 

Count 

60 

46 

31 

340 

477 

'es 

%  within  Nielsen 

14.7% 

17.5% 

17.0% 

20.5% 

19.0% 

Count 

345 

216 

150 

1308 

2019 

to 

%  within  Nielsen 

84.8% 

82.1% 

82.4% 

78.7% 

80.3% 

Count 

2 

1 

1 

13 

17 

to  Opinion/Refused 

%  within  Nielsen 

0.5% 

0.4% 

0.5% 

0.8% 

0.7% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 
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Table  42:  Nielson  Community  Type  by  Question  5 


Whatd^oiUhlnMh^hance^reo 


Nielsen 

Total 

niyniy  uiuaiii^cu 

r\eldUVciy 

rvelauVeiy  nUial 

Vsry  Rural 

Count 

38 

22 

16 

217 

293 

Uways 

%  within  Nielsen 

9.0  /O 

ft  AO/. 

O.O  /o 

10.  1  /o 

1 1 .7% 

Count 

60 

39 

24 

301 

424 

4ost  of  the  time 

%  within  Nielsen 

It.!  /O 

A  A  ft% 
It.O  /o 

10.  1  /o 

16.9% 

Count 

72 

51 

32 

374 

529 

lalfofthetinie 

%  within  Nielsen 

17.7% 

10.4% 

17.6% 

22.5% 

21.1% 

Count 

160 

105 

75 

528 

868 

Uirely 

%  within  Nielsen 

39.3% 

39.9% 

41.2% 

31.8% 

34,5% 

Count 

50 

32 

23 

118 

223 

lever 

%  within  Nielsen 

12.3% 

12.2% 

12.6% 

7.1% 

8.9% 

Count 

27 

14 

12 

123 

176 

to  Opinion/Refused 

%  within  Nielsen 

6.6% 

5.3% 

6.6% 

7.4% 

7.0% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 
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Table  43:  Nielson  Community  Type  by  Question  6 


On  a  local  road  with  a  speed  limit  of  30  mph,  how  often  do  you  drive  faster  than  35  mph?  *  Nielsen  Crosstabuiation* 


Nielsen 

1  Owl 

Highly  Urbanized 

Relatively  Urbanized 

Relatively  Rural 

Very  Rural 

Count 

14 

4 

5 

62 

00 

Mways 

%  within  Nielsen 

3.4% 

1.5% 

2.7% 

3.7% 

3.4% 

Count 

51 

24 

13 

171 

259 

Aosi  or  mo  wnB 

%  within  Nielsen 

12.5% 

9.1% 

7.1% 

10.3% 

10.3% 

Count 

45 

38 

29 

199 

31 1 

lair  of  the  time 

%  within  Nielsen 

11.1% 

14.4% 

15.9% 

12.0% 

12.4% 

Count 

198 

131 

92 

1206 

larely 

%  within  Nielsen 

48.6% 

49.8% 

50.5% 

47.3% 

48  0% 

4ever 

Count 

95 

64 

43 

436 

638 

%  within  Nielsen 

23.3% 

24.3% 

23.6% 

26.2% 

25.4% 

Count 

4 

2 

0 

8 

14 

toOpinion/Retined 

%  within  Nielsen 

1.0% 

0.8% 

0.0% 

0.5% 

0.6% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 
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Table  44:  Nielson  Communily  Type  by  Question  7 


On  a  local  road  with  a  gpwd  llmtt  of  70  mph,  how  often  do  you  drive  fatter  than  75  mph?  *  NIeiMn  Cro«»tatHilatlon' 


■  

nl8l86l 

1 

Total 

Hkihlv  Urbanized 

Rfilathrfih/  Urbanlnd 

Rulaflhinlv  Rural 

\/mw  Rural 

Count 

5 

3 

4 

19 

31 

Uways 

%  within  Nielsen 

1.2% 

1.1% 

2.2% 

1.1% 

1.2% 

Count 

11 

12 

10 

68 

99 

tost  of  the  time 

%wlthln  Nielsen 

2.7% 

4.8% 

5.5% 

4.0% 

3.9% 

Count 

21 

17 

17 

102 

157 

talfofthethne 

%  within  Nielsen 

0.3% 

a  40/ 
0.1% 

6.2% 

Count 

158 

126 

69 

590 

943 

larely 

Tb  wiinin  Nielsen 

38.8% 

47.9% 

37.9% 

35.5% 

07  CO/ 

Count 

212 

102 

82 

880 

1276 

Jever 

%  within  Nielsen 

52.1% 

38.8% 

45.1% 

53.0% 

50.8% 

Count 

0 

3 

0 

4 

7 

to  Opinion/Refused 

%  within  Nielsen 

0.0% 

1.1% 

0.0% 

02% 

0.3% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

C-26 
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Table  45:  Nielson  Community  Type  by  Question  8 


Nielsen 

Total 

Minhlu  1  IthstntTOti 
niyiiiy  wiueiiii^cu 

r\CKiiivdy  \Ji  uoi  ii£.cu 

RAlfltii/filv  Rural 

Very  Rural 

Count 

'es 

116 

66 

59 

473 

714 

%  within  Nielsen 

28.5% 

25.1% 

32.4% 

28.5% 

28.4% 

Count 

289 

196 

122 

1178 

1785 

to 

%  within  Nielsen 

71.0% 

74.5% 

67.0% 

70.9% 

71.0% 

Count 

2 

1 

1 

10 

14 

to  Opinion/Refused 

%  within  Nielsen 

0.5% 

0.4% 

0.5% 

0.6% 

0.6% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

C-27 
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Table  46:  Nielson  Commuiiity  Type  by  Question  9 


Whatd^oujhinkttiech^^ 


Nielsen 

Total 

niyiiiy  uiudiii^eu 

rveiouvciy  uruani2oa 

Retdtively  Rur3l 

Very  Rural 

Count 

32 

14 

8 

137 

191 

vways 

%  within  Nielsen 

9.4  At 

4.4% 

8.2% 

7.6% 

Count 

90 

72 

45 

496 

703 

%  within  Nielsen 

Zf  .4% 

OA  70/ 

29.9% 

28.0% 

Count 

150 

88 

59 

557 

854 

lalfofthe  time 

/O  will  III!  INIOlSCll 

36.9% 

33.5% 

32.4% 

33.5% 

34.0% 

Count 

119 

81 

52 

375 

627 

tarely 

%  within  Nielsen 

29.2% 

30.8% 

28.6% 

22.6% 

25.0% 

Count 

13 

5 

11 

49 

78 

<lever 

%  within  Nielsen 

3.2% 

1.0% 

6.0% 

3.0% 

3.1% 

Count 

3 

3 

7 

47 

60 

Jo  Opinion/Refused 

%  within  Nielsen 

0.7% 

1.1% 

3.8% 

2.8% 

2.4% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

C-28 
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Table  47:  Nielson  Community  Type  by  Question  10 


iieii  liv  yuu  lain  uii  a  iianu'iiviii  CBiiuiflr  pnuiiB  wniio  unvin 

g  a  car,  van,  sport  utility  vetiicle,  or  picl(-up?  *  Nielsen  Crosstabulation* 

Nielsen 

Total 

IHIghly  Urbanized 

Relatively  Urbanized 

Relatively  Rural 

Very  Rural 

Count 

3 

1 

0 

11 

15 

Uw3ys 

/O  Wlllllll  l^tlCldBll 

0.7% 

0.4% 

0.0% 

0.7% 

0.6% 

Count 

5 

4 

2 

30 

41 

yiost  of  th6  tiin6 

%  within  Nielsen 

1.2% 

1.5% 

1.1% 

1 .8% 

1  .D  /o 

Count 

32 

26 

17 

155 

230 

lair  or  the  time 

%  within  Nielsen 

l.a/0 

Q  QO/* 

y.y/0 

0.0/0 

9.3% 

9  2% 

Count 

175 

122 

84 

710 

1091 

barely 

%  within  Nielsen 

43.0% 

46.4% 

46.2% 

42.7% 

43.4% 

Count 

190 

109 

78 

744 

1121 

jever 

%  within  Nielsen 

46.7% 

41.4% 

42.9% 

44.8% 

44.6% 

Count 

2 

1 

1 

11 

15 

Jo  Opinion/Refused 

%  within  Nielsen 

0.5% 

0.4% 

0.5% 

0.7% 

0.6% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

C-29 


Table  48:  Niebon  Community  Type  by  Question  11 


d^oiMi8^^iaiid;hej^e|lu|a^hon^^ 


Nielsen 

Total 

niyniy  urDanizeu 

Rslatively  UrbdnizGd 

Relatively  Rural 

Very  Rural 

Count 

0 

0 

1 

1 

z 

Mways 

%  within  Nielsen 

n  AO/. 

0.0% 

0.5% 

0.1% 

0.1% 

Count 

0 

0 

0 

1 

iKjSi  or  uio  nme 

%  within  Nielsen 

u.u  /o 

u.uto 

f\  -to/ 
U.I  /o 

0.0% 

Count 

2 

2 

1 

6 

-)  1 

Half  of  the  time 

/o  wtinin  Nielsen 

0.5% 

0.8% 

0.5% 

0.4% 

0.4% 

Count 

33 

24 

15 

1 53 

225 

taiely 

%  within  Nielsen 

8.1% 

9.1% 

8.2% 

9.2% 

9.0% 

Count 

368 

237 

163 

1485 

2253 

lever 

%  within  Nielsen 

90.4% 

90.1% 

89.6% 

89.4% 

89.7% 

Count 

4 

0 

2 

15 

21 

toOpinlon/RefUsed 

%  within  Nielsen 

1 .0% 

0.0% 

1.1% 

0.9% 

0.8% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

C-30 


Table  49:  Nielson  Community  Type  by  Question  12 


Tict  or  ban  cellular  phone  use,  including  texOng,  while  driving.  What  level  of  restrictions  would  you  support  regarding  cellular  phone  usage  while  driving?  *  Nielsen 
 Crosstabulation'  


Nielsen 

Total 

Highly  Urbanized 

Relatively  Urbanized 

Relatively  Rural 

Very  Rural 

lestrictions  -  No  Cellular  Phone 

Count 

80 

52 

548 

825 

\llowed 

%  within  Nielsen 

35.6% 

30.4% 

28.6% 

33.0% 

32.8% 

)n  Texting  While  Driving,  Phone 

Count 

D  I 

48 

341 

503 

allowed 

%  within  Nielsen 

15.5% 

19.4% 

26.4% 

20.5% 

20.0% 

)n  Texting  Wliile  Driving,  Hands- 

Count 

81 

SO 

35 

287 

453 

Phone  Device  Allowed 

%  within  Nielsen 

19  9% 

19.0% 

19.2% 

17.3% 

18.0% 

Count 

95 

65 

41 

370 

571 

s-Free  Phone  Device  Use  Only 

%  within  Nielsen 

23.3% 

24.7% 

22.5% 

22.3% 

22.7% 

Count 

17 

10 

3 

63 

93 

sstrictions 

%  within  Nielsen 

4.2% 

3.8% 

1.6% 

3.8% 

3.7% 

Count 

6 

7 

3 

52 

68 

pinion/Refused 

%  within  Nielsen 

1.5% 

2.7% 

1.6% 

3.1% 

2.7% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

%  virithin  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

C-31 
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Table  SO:  Nielson  Community  Type  by  Question  13 


In  the  |Mst  80  days,  how  many  times  have  you  driven  a  motor  veMeit  within  two  (2) 
hours  after  drinking  alcoholic  beverages?  *  Nielsen  Crosstabulation* 


Nielsen 

Times 

Highly 

Relatively 

Relatively 

Very 

Total 

Driven 

Urbanized 

Urbanized 

Rural 

Rural 

0 

Count 

359 

244 

169 

1530 

2,302 

%  within  Nielsen 

88.2% 

92.8% 

92.9% 

92.1% 

91.6% 

1 

Count 

13 

5 

2 

32 

52 

%  within  Nielsen 

3,2% 

1  9% 

1.1% 

1.9% 

2.1% 

2 

Count 

14 

3 

2 

26 

A  P. 

4t) 

wnnin  nieisen 

3.4% 

1.1% 

1.1% 

1.6% 

4  00/. 

3 

Count 

4 

1 

0 

10 

15 

%  within  Nielsen 

1.0% 

0.4% 

0.0% 

0.6% 

0.6% 

in  me  past 

4 

Count 

5 

1 

0 

2 

8 

DU  ways. 

%  within  Nielsen 

1.2% 

0  4% 

0  0°-b 

0  1% 

0.3% 

how  manv 

5 

Count 

3 

2 

1 

1 

times  have 

%  wiinin  Nielsen 

0.7% 

0.8% 

0.5% 

0.1% 

U.3% 

you  driven 
a  motor 
vehicle 
within  two 
(2)  hours 
after 

6 

uouni 

0 

2 

1 

1 

4 

70  wiinin  iMieisen 

0.0% 

0.8% 

0.5% 

0.1% 

7 

Count 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

%  witnin  Nielsen 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.1% 

0.0% 

10 

Count 

2 

0 

1 

1 

A 

drinl<ing 

%  Within  Nielsen 

0.5% 

0.0% 

0.5% 

0.1% 

r\  Oft/ 

0.2% 

alcoholic 

12 

Count 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

bevefages? 

%  within  Nielsen 

n  niu. 

U.UtO 

n  r\w^ 

U.UtO 

U.Uvo 

U.  1  vo 

(J  U"o 

20 

Pni  int 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

%  Within  Nielsen 

0.0% 

0.0% 

00% 

0.1% 

0,0% 

25 

Count 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

%  within  Nielsen 

00% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.1% 

0.0% 

60 

Count 

0 

0 

0 

2 

2 

%  within  Nielsen 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.1% 

0.1% 

Refused 

Count 

7 

5 

6 

52 

70 

%  within  Nielsen 

1.7% 

1.9% 

3.3% 

3.1% 

2.8% 

Total 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2,513 

%  within  Nieisen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100  0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

a.  Year  =  2014 
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Table  51:  Nielson  Community  Type  by  Question  14 


7|  iiavc  yk^u  icdu,  strdi  \Ji  licoiu  allyLlllllvj  dUL/UL  dlLii^lliJl  llll 

paired  driving  (or  drunk  driving)  enforcement  by  police?  *  Nielsen  Crosstabulation' 

Nielsen 

Total 

Highly  Urbanized 

Relatively  Uibaiiized 

Relatively  Rural 

Very  Rural 

Count 

'es 

204 

131 

111 

858 

1304 

%  within  Nielsen 

50.1% 

49.8% 

61.0% 

51.7% 

51.9% 

Count 

201 

131 

71 

793 

1196 

to 

%  within  Nielsen 

49.4% 

49.8% 

39.0% 

47.7% 

47.8% 

Count 

2 

1 

0 

10 

13 

to  Opinion/RefUsecl 

%  within  Nielsen 

0.5% 

0.4% 

0.0% 

0.6% 

0.5% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

C-33 
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Table  52:  Nielson  Community  Type  by  Question  15 


Whatd^ouUilnKtjwchanc^^ 


Nielsen 

Tots! 

Highly  Urbanized 

Relatively  Urt>anlzed 

Relatively  Rural 

Very  Rural 

f^nt  int 

38 

28 

23 

242 

00  1 

Uways 

%  within  Nielsen 

9.3% 

10.6% 

12.6% 

14.6% 

13.2% 

Count 

91 

55 

35 

410 

591 

4ostofthetiiTie 

%  within  Nielsen 

22.4% 

20.9% 

19.2% 

24.7% 

23.5% 

Count 

146 

94 

64 

559 

863 

laifofthetime 

%  within  Nielsen 

35.9% 

36.7% 

35.2% 

33.7% 

34.3% 

Count 

120 

jj 

ooz 

633 

iarely 

%  within  Nielsen 

29.5% 

29.3% 

29.7% 

23.0% 

25.2% 

Count 

4 

4 

1 

11 

20 

4ever 

%  within  Nielsen 

1.0% 

1.5% 

0.5% 

0.7% 

0.8% 

Count 

8 

5 

5 

57 

75 

to  Opinion/Refused 

%  within  Nielsen 

2.0% 

1.9% 

2.7% 

3.4% 

3.0% 

Count 

407 

263 

182 

1661 

2513 

%  within  Nielsen 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

C-34 
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Appendix  D 

2013  Demographics 
Table  53:  Question  a 


Are  you  a  licensed  Missouri  driver?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

Valid  Yes 

2513 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

a.  Year  =  2014 


Table  54:  Question  b 


What  is  your  age?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

18  to  29 

350 

13.9 

13.9 

13.9 

30  to  39 

350 

13.9 

13.9 

27.9 

40  to  49 

498 

19.8 

19.8 

47.7 

Valid 

50  to  64 

627 

25.0 

25.0 

72.6 

65  and  up 

688 

27.4 

27.4 

100.0 

Total 

2513 

100.0 

100.0 

a.  Year  =  2014 


Table  55:  Question  c 


Gander* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

Female 

1286 

51.2 

51.2 

51.2 

Valid  Male 

1227 

48.8 

48.8 

100.0 

Total 

2513 

100.0 

100.0 

a.  Years  2014 
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Table  56:  Question  d 


What  is  your  ethnicity?' 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

American  Indian  or  Alaska  Native 

63 

2.1 

2.1 

2.1 

American  Indian  or  Alaska  Native 

and  White 

IS 

.6 

.6 

2.7 

American  Indian  or  Alaska  Native 
and  Asian 

1 

.0 

.0 

2.7 

American  indian  or  Alaska  Native 
and  Hispanic  or  Latino 

1 

.0 

.0 

2.8 

American  indian  or  Alaska  Native 
ano  Hispanic  or  Laano  ana  wnits 

1 

.0 

.0 

2.8 

Valid 

Anteflcan  Indian  or  Alaska  Native 
and  Nstiva  Hawaiian  or  Ollisr  Pacific 
Islander  and  White 

'1 

.0 

0 

2.9 

A^an 

4 

.2 

.2 

3.0 

Aftinn  stnti  IAAiHip 

1 

.0 

.0 

3.1 

dkkk  ui  mncsui  /vnonccui 

44 

1.8 

1.8 

4.8 

Black  or  African  American  and  White 

3 

.1 

.1 

4.9 

Hispanic  or  l^no 

34 

1.4 

1  A 

Hispanto  or  Latino  and  White 

4 

.2 

.2 

6.4 

Native  Hawaiian  or  Other  Padfk: 
Islander 

2 

,1 

.1 

6.S 

Refused 

69 

2.7 

2.7 

9.3 

White 

2280 

90.7 

90.7 

100.0 

Total 

2513 

100.0 

100.0 

a.  Year -2014 
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Table  57:  Question  e 


Is  the  car  you  drive  most  often  a:' 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

Car 

1011 

40  2 

40.2 

40.2 

Van  or  Minivan 

312 

12.4 

12.4 

52.6 

Motorcycle 

6 

.2 

.2 

52.9 

Sport  Utility  Vehicle  or  Crossover 

484 

19.3 

19.3 

72.1 

Valid 

Pickup  Truck 

585 

23.3 

23.3 

95  4 

Other  type  of  truck 

103 

4.1 

4.1 

99.5 

No  Opinion/Refused 

12 

.5 

.5 

100.0 

Total 

2513 

100.0 

100.0 

a.  Year  =  2014 


Table  58:  Question  f 

In  what  county  do  you  currently  live?' 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Peroent 

ADAIR 

23 

.9 

.9 

.9 

ANDREW 

18 

.7 

.7 

1.6 

ATCHISON 

17 

.7 

.7 

2.3 

AUDRAIN 

21 

.8 

.8 

3.1 

BARRY 

17 

.7 

.7 

3.8 

BARTON 

18 

.7 

.7 

4.5 

BATES 

17 

.7 

.7 

5.2 

BENTON 

18 

.7 

.7 

5.9 

Valid  BOLLINGER 

14 

.6 

.6 

6.5 

BOONE 

20 

.8 

.8 

7.3 

BUCHANAN 

22 

.9 

.9 

8.2 

BUTLER 

14 

.6 

.6 

8.7 

CALDWELL 

17 

.7 

.7 

9.4 

CALLAWAY 

20 

.8 

.8 

10.2 

CAMDEN 

21 

.8 

.8 

11.0 

CAPE  GIRARDEAU 

14 

.6 

.6 

11.6 

CARROLL 

18 

.7 

.7 

12.3 

D-3 


In  what  county  do  you  cunrwiMv  live?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

CARTER 

14 

.6 

.6 

1Z9 

CASS 

39 

1.6 

1.6 

14.4 

CEDAR 

16 

.6 

.6 

15.0 

CHARITON 

17 

.7 

.7 

16.7 

CHRISTIAN 

17 

.7 

.7 

16.4 

CLARK 

20 

.8 

.8 

17.2 

CLAY 

40 

1.6 

1.6 

18.8 

CLINTON 

18 

.7 

.7 

19.5 

COLE 

22 

.9 

.9 

20.4 

COOPER 

20 

.8 

.8 

21.2 

CRAWFORD 

20 

.8 

.8 

22.0 

DADE 

17 

.7 

.7 

22.6 

DALLAS 

16 

.6 

.6 

23.3 

DAVIESS 

20 

.8 

.8 

24.1 

DEKALB 

18 

.7 

.7 

24.8 

DENT 

19 

.8 

.8 

25.5 

DOUGLAS 

14 

.6 

.6 

26.1 

DUNKLIN 

14 

.6 

.6 

26.7 

FRANKLIN 

71 

2.8 

2.8 

29.S 

GASCONADE 

19 

.8 

.8 

30.2 

GENTRY 

18 

.7 

.7 

31.0 

GREENE 

17 

.7 

.7 

31.6 

GRUNDY 

17 

.7 

.7 

32.3 

HARRISON 

17 

.7 

.7 

33.0 

HENRY 

17 

.7 

.7 

33.7 

HICKORY 

16 

.6 

.6 

34.3 

HOLT 

17 

.7 

.7 

35.0 

HOWARD 

19 

.8 

.8 

35.7 

HOWELL 

14 

.6 

.6 

36.3 

IRON 

IS 

.6 

.6 

36.9 

JACKSON 

40 

1.6 

1.6 

38.5 

JASPER 

17 

.7 

.7 

39.2 

JEFFERSON 

73 

2.9 

^9 

42.1 

D-4 


In  what  county  do  you  currently  live?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

JOHNSON 

39 

1.6 

1.6 

43.6 

KNOX 

21 

.8 

.8 

44.4 

LACLEDE 

19 

.8 

.8 

45.2 

LAFAYETTE 

40 

1.6 

1.6 

46.8 

LAWRENCE 

17 

.7 

.7 

47.5 

LEWIS 

22 

.9 

.9 

48.3 

LINCOLN 

22 

.9 

.9 

49.2 

LINN 

18 

.7 

.7 

49.9 

LIVINGSTON 

18 

.7 

.7 

50.7 

MACON 

23 

.9 

.9 

51.6 

MADISON 

14 

.6 

.6 

52.1 

MARIES 

19 

8 

.8 

52.9 

MARION 

21 

8 

.8 

53.7 

MCDONALD 

16 

.6 

.6 

54.4 

MERCER 

20 

.8 

.8 

55.2 

MILLER 

19 

.8 

.8 

55.9 

MISSISSIPPI 

14 

.6 

.8 

56.5 

MONITEAU 

20 

.8 

.8 

57.3 

MONROE 

20 

.8 

.8 

58.1 

MONTGOMERY 

22 

.9 

.9 

58.9 

MORGAN 

19 

.8 

.8 

59.7 

NEW  MADRID 

15 

.6 

.6 

60.3 

NEWTON 

17 

.7 

.7 

61.0 

NODAWAY 

17 

.7 

.7 

61.6 

OREGON 

14 

.6 

.6 

62.2 

OSAGE 

19 

.8 

.8 

63.0 

OZARK 

16 

.6 

.6 

63.6 

PEMISCOT 

16 

.6 

.6 

64.2 

PERRY 

15 

.6 

.6 

64.8 

PETTIS 

40 

1.6 

1.6 

66.4 

PHELPS 

20 

.8 

.8 

67.2 

PIKE 

21 

.8 

.8 

68.0 

PLATTE 

41 

1.6 

1.6 

69.7 

D-S 

445 


In  what  county  do  you  cmrBiiBy  llw?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

POLK 

16 

.6 

.6 

70.3 

PULASKI 

19 

.8 

.8 

71.1 

PUTNAM 

17 

.7 

.7 

71.7 

RALLS 

20 

.8 

.8 

7Z5 

RANDOLPH 

21 

.8 

.8 

73.4 

RAY 

43 

1.7 

1.7 

76.1 

REYNOLDS 

17 

.7 

.7 

75.8 

RIPLEY 

16 

.6 

.6 

76.4 

SAINT  CHARLES 

71 

Z8 

2.8 

79,2 

SAINT  CLAIR 

17 

.7 

.7 

79.9 

SAINT  FRANCOIS 

14 

.6 

.6 

80.5 

SAINT  LOUIS 

73 

2.9 

2.9 

83.4 

SAINT  LOUIS  CITY 

72 

2.9 

2.9 

86.2 

SAINTE  GENEVIEVE 

18 

.7 

.7 

86.9 

SAUNE 

39 

1.6 

1.6 

88.5 

SCHUYLER 

20 

.8 

.8 

89.3 

SCOTLAND 

20 

.8 

.8 

90.1 

SCOTT 

14 

.6 

.6 

90.6 

SHANNON 

13 

.5 

.5 

91.2 

SHELBY 

20 

.8 

.8 

92.0 

STODDARD 

14 

.6 

.6 

92.5 

STONE 

18 

.7 

.7 

93.2 

SULLIVAN 

17 

.7 

.7 

93.9 

TANEY 

17 

.7 

.7 

94.6 

TEXAS 

14 

.6 

.6 

95.1 

VERNON 

17 

.7 

.7 

95.8 

WARREN 

22 

.9 

.9 

96.7 

WASHINGTON 

20 

.8 

.8 

97.5 

WAYNE 

14 

.6 

.6 

98.1 

WEBSTER 

17 

.7 

.7 

98.7 

WORTH 

17 

.7 

.7 

99.4 

WRIGHT 

IS 

.6 

.6 

100.0 

Total 

2613 

100.0 

100.0 

a.  Year  =  2014 
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Table  59:  Question  g 


What  is  your  home  zl 

p  code?' 

Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

63005 

2 

.1 

.1 

.1 

63010 

9 

.4 

.4 

.4 

63011 

2 

.1 

.1 

.5 

63012 

4 

.2 

.2 

.7 

63013 

2 

.1 

.1 

.8 

63014 

2 

.1 

.1 

.8 

63016 

2 

.1 

.1 

.9 

63017 

1 

.0 

.0 

1.0 

63020 

6 

2 

.2 

1.2 

63021 

7 

.3 

.3 

1.5 

63023 

1 

.0 

.0 

1.5 

63025 

2 

.1 

.1 

1.6 

63026 

9 

.4 

.4 

1.9 

63028 

9 

.4 

.4 

2.3 

63031 

2 

.1 

.1 

2.4 

63033 

4 

2 

.2 

2.5 

Valid 

63034 

1 

.0 

.0 

2.6 

63036 

1 

.0 

.0 

2.6 

63037 

5 

2 

.2 

2.8 

63038 

2 

.1 

.1 

2.9 

63039 

1 

.0 

.0 

2.9 

63042 

1 

.0 

.0 

3.0 

63043 

1 

.0 

.0 

3.0 

63049 

4 

.2 

.2 

3.2 

63050 

9 

.4 

3.5 

63051 

5 

2 

.2 

3  7 

63052 

16 

,6 

.6 

4.3 

63055 

1 

.0 

.0 

4.4 

63060 

4 

.2 

.2 

4.5 

63061 

1 

.0 

.0 

4.6 

63068 

9 

.4 

.4 

4.9 

63069 

2 

.1 

.1 

5.0 

D-7 


What 

■  yourhoimzi 

pcodeT' 

Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Penoant 

63070 

1 

.0 

.0 

5.1 

63071 

1 

.0 

.0 

5.1 

63072 

1 

.0 

.0 

5.1 

63074 

2 

.1 

.1 

5.2 

63077 

8 

.3 

.3 

5.5 

63080 

9 

.4 

.4 

5.9 

63084 

8 

.3 

.3 

6.2 

63087 

1 

.0 

.0 

6.2 

63088 

2 

.1 

.1 

6.3 

63080 

3 

.1 

.1 

6.4 

63090 

18 

.7 

.7 

7.2 

63104 

7 

.3 

.3 

7.4 

63106 

1 

.0 

.0 

7.5 

63107 

3 

.1 

.1 

7.6 

63109 

17 

.7 

.7 

8.3 

63110 

3 

.1 

.1 

8.4 

63111 

3 

.1 

.1 

8.5 

63113 

1 

.0 

.0 

8.6 

63114 

1 

.0 

.0 

8.6 

63116 

16 

.6 

.6 

0.2 

63117 

2 

.1 

.1 

9.3 

63118 

6 

.2 

.2 

9.6 

63119 

2 

.1 

.1 

9.6 

63120 

1 

.0 

.0 

9.7 

63121 

2 

.1 

.1 

9.7 

63122 

3 

.1 

.1 

9.9 

63123 

8 

.3 

.3 

10.2 

63125 

1 

.0 

.0 

10.2 

63126 

3 

.1 

.1 

10.3 

63128 

2 

.1 

.1 

10.4 

63120 

7 

.3 

.3 

10.7 

63130 

1 

.0 

.0 

10.7 

63131 

4 

.2 

.2 

10.9 

D-8 


What  Is  your  home  zip  code?* 


Frequency 

Peroent 

Valid  Petoent 

Cumulative  Percent 

63132 

1 

.0 

.0 

10.9 

63134 

1 

.0 

.0 

11.0 

63136 

5 

.2 

.2 

11.2 

63137 

1 

.0 

.0 

11.2 

63139 

6 

.2 

.2 

11.5 

63141 

1 

.0 

.0 

11.5 

63143 

1 

.0 

.0 

11.5 

63144 

1 

.0 

.0 

11.6 

63146 

1 

.0 

.0 

11.6 

63147 

3 

.1 

.1 

11.7 

63301 

6 

.2 

.2 

12.0 

63303 

10 

.4 

.4 

12.4 

63304 

8 

.3 

.3 

12.7 

63332 

1 

.0 

.0 

12.7 

63333 

2 

.1 

.1 

12.8 

63334 

6 

.2 

.2 

13.1 

63336 

1 

.0 

.0 

13.1 

63339 

1 

.0 

.0 

13.1 

63341 

3 

.1 

.1 

13.3 

63343 

3 

.1 

.1 

13.4 

63344 

3 

.1 

.1 

13.5 

63345 

1 

.0 

.0 

13.5 

63347 

1 

.0 

.0 

13.6 

63348 

3 

.1 

.1 

13.7 

63350 

1 

.0 

.0 

13.7 

63351 

1 

.0 

.0 

13.8 

63352 

1 

.0 

.0 

13.8 

63353 

6 

.2 

.2 

14.0 

63357 

3 

.1 

.1 

14.2 

63359 

3 

.1 

.1 

14.3 

63361 

9 

.4 

.4 

14.6 

63362 

4 

.2 

.2 

14.8 

63363 

4 

.2 

.2 

15.0 

D-9 


449 


WVhat  Is  your  home  adp  code?' 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

63366 

12 

.5 

.5 

15.4 

63367 

3 

.1 

.1 

15.6 

63368 

3 

.1 

.1 

15.7 

63369 

2 

.1 

.1 

15.8 

63376 

16 

.6 

.6 

16.4 

63377 

2 

.1 

.1 

16.5 

63379 

7 

.3 

.3 

16.8 

AAA  A/^ 

63382 

7 

.3 

.3 

17.0 

AAAAA 

63383 

13 

.5 

.5 

17.6 

63384 

5 

.2 

.2 

17.7 

63385 

8 

.3 

.3 

18.1 

63389 

3 

.1 

.1 

18.2 

63390 

3 

.1 

.1 

18.3 

63401 

12 

.6 

.5 

18.8 

63432 

3 

.1 

.1 

18.9 

63434 

5 

.2 

.2 

19.1 

63436 

3 

.1 

,1 

19.2 

63436 

2 

.1 

,1 

19.3 

63437 

1 

.0 

.0 

19.3 

63438 

3 

.1 

.1 

19.5 

63439 

2 

.1 

.1 

19.5 

63440 

4 

^ 

.2 

19.7 

63441 

1 

.0 

.0 

19.7 

63443 

1 

.0 

.0 

19.8 

63445 

11 

.4 

.4 

20.2 

63446 

1 

.0 

.0 

20.3 

63448 

7 

.3 

.3 

20.5 

63451 

3 

.1 

.1 

20.7 

63452 

1 

.0 

.0 

20.7 

63453 

2 

.1 

.1 

20.8 

63454 

6 

.2 

.2 

21.0 

63456 

6 

.2 

.2 

21.2 

63457 

2 

.1 

.1 

21.3 

D-10 


VWirt  l«  your  home  rip  code?* 


Frequency 

Peroent 

Valid  Pefcerrt 

Cumulative  Percent 

63458 

2 

.1 

.1 

21.4 

63459 

8 

.3 

.3 

21.7 

63460 

2 

.1 

.1 

21.8 

63461 

7 

.3 

.3 

22.1 

63462 

2 

.1 

.1 

22.2 

63463 

1 

.0 

.0 

22.2 

63466 

1 

.0 

.0 

22.2 

63468 

4 

.2 

.2 

22.4 

63469 

6 

.2 

.2 

22.6 

63473 

1 

.0 

.0 

22.7 

63474 

5 

.2 

.2 

22.9 

63501 

15 

.6 

.6 

23.5 

63530 

2 

.1 

.1 

23.6 

63531 

4 

.2 

.2 

23.7 

63532 

1 

.0 

.0 

23.8 

63533 

2 

.1 

.1 

23.8 

63536 

5 

.2 

.2 

24.0 

63537 

11 

.4 

.4 

24.5 

63538 

2 

.1 

.1 

24.6 

63541 

1 

.0 

.0 

24.6 

63543 

2 

.1 

.1 

24.7 

63544 

2 

.1 

.1 

24.8 

63545 

1 

.0 

.0 

24.8 

63546 

4 

.2 

.2 

25.0 

63548 

11 

.4 

.4 

25.4 

63549 

5 

.2 

.2 

2S.6 

63551 

1 

.0 

.0 

25.6 

63552 

11 

.4 

.4 

26.1 

63555 

11 

.4 

.4 

26.5 

63SS6 

8 

.3 

.3 

26.8 

63558 

1 

.0 

.0 

28.9 

63559 

5 

.2 

.2 

27.1 

63560 

1 

.0 

.0 

271 

D-11 


dpcod*?* 


FreQuoncy 

P6fC6nt 

valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

63563 

5 

.2 

.2 

27.3 

09000 

11 

.4 

.4 

27.7 

030OO 

4 

.2 

.2 

27.9 

63567 

1 

.0 

.0 

27.0 

63601 

1 

.0 

.0 

28.0 

AAA  AM 

63620 

3 

.1 

.1 

28.1 

63621 

2 

.1 

.1 

28.2 

63622 

1 

.0 

.0 

28.2 

AAA  no 

63623 

1 

.0 

.0 

28.3 

63624 

3 

.1 

.1 

28.4 

63625 

1 

.0 

.0 

28.4 

63626 

1 

.0 

.0 

28.5 

63628 

3 

.1 

.1 

28.6 

o3o29 

4 

.2 

.2 

28.7 

DODOU 

2 

.1 

.1 

28.8 

63631 

2 

.1 

.1 

28.9 

AQAAA 

o3o3o 

1 

.0 

.0 

28.9 

AAA  A  A 

63638 

8 

.3 

.3 

29.2 

63640 

5 

.2 

.2 

29.4 

63645 

11 

.4 

.4 

29.9 

63648 

1 

.0 

.0 

29.9 

63650 

3 

.1 

.1 

30.0 

63653 

1 

.0 

.0 

30.1 

63654 

1 

.0 

.0 

30.1 

63655 

1 

.0 

.0 

30.2 

63656 

2 

.1 

.1 

30.2 

63660 

3 

.1 

.1 

30.4 

63662 

2 

.1 

.1 

30.4 

63664 

7 

.3 

.3 

30.7 

63670 

16 

.6 

.6 

31.3 

63673 

4 

.2 

.2 

31.5 

63701 

8 

.3 

.3 

31.8 

63703 

3 

.1 

.1 

31.9 

D-12 


VWhat  to  your  home  zip  code?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

63730 

2 

.1 

.1 

32.0 

63735 

1 

.0 

.0 

32.0 

63736 

2 

.1 

.1 

32.1 

63739 

1 

.0 

.0 

32.2 

63740 

4 

.2 

.2 

32.3 

63751 

2 

.1 

.1 

32.4 

63755 

2 

.1 

.1 

32.5 

63764 

7 

.3 

.3 

32.7 

63766 

1 

.0 

.0 

32.8 

63774 

1 

.0 

.0 

32.8 

63775 

14 

.6 

.6 

33.4 

63780 

2 

.1 

.1 

33.5 

63781 

2 

.1 

.1 

33.5 

63801 

6 

.2 

.2 

33.8 

63822 

2 

.1 

.1 

33.9 

63827 

1 

.0 

.0 

33.9 

63829 

2 

.1 

.1 

34.0 

63830 

5 

.2 

.2 

34.2 

63834 

7 

.3 

.3 

34.5 

63841 

6 

.2 

.2 

34.7 

63845 

6 

.2 

.2 

34.9 

63846 

2 

.1 

.1 

35.0 

63848 

1 

.0 

.0 

35.1 

63851 

3 

.1 

.1 

35.2 

63855 

1 

.0 

.0 

35.2 

63857 

5 

.2 

.2 

35.4 

63863 

3 

.1 

.1 

35.5 

63869 

5 

^ 

.2 

35.7 

63870 

1 

.0 

.0 

35.8 

63873 

6 

.2 

.2 

36.0 

63877 

6 

.2 

.2 

36.3 

63878 

1 

.0 

.0 

36.3 

63879 

1 

.0 

.0 

36.3 

D-13 


453 


What  l»  your  home  zip  code?* 


rreQuency 

Pofoent 

Valid  reroent 

1 

.0 

.0 

36.4 

OavUI 

10 

.4 

.4 

36.8 

3 

.1 

.1 

36.8 

11 

.4 

.4 

37.3 

3 

.1 

.1 

37.4 

D3v9« 

2 

,1 

.1 

37.6 

d9«4u 

1 

.0 

.0 

37.6 

d9o43 

2 

.1 

.1 

37.6 

A40ilil 

03844 

1 

.0 

.0 

37.7 

03v40 

1 

.0 

.0 

37.7 

1 

.0 

.0 

37.8 

AOOIS4 

o 

.1 

.1 

37.9 

03«04 

4 

.1 

.1 

38.0 

OovOO 

1 

.0 

.0 

38.0 

O30O/ 

10 

.5 

.5 

38.6 

D3tfDU 

1 

,0 

.0 

38.6 

10 

.4 

.4 

30.0 

64001 

1 

.0 

.0 

39.0 

Aiin4  4 

04U11 

3 

.1 

.1 

39.1 

64012 

15 

.6 

.6 

39.7 

64014 

2 

.1 

.1 

39.8 

64015 

1 

.0 

.0 

39.8 

64018 

2 

.1 

.1 

39.9 

64010 

1 

.0 

.0 

40.0 

64020 

9 

.4 

.4 

40.3 

04024 

12 

.0 

.0 

40.8 

O40Zo 

.1 

.1 

An  o 
4U.V 

04030 

4 

1 

.u 

An  o 

64036 

4 

.2 

.2 

41.1 

64037 

6 

.2 

.2 

41.3 

64040 

6 

.2 

.2 

41.5 

64048 

1 

.0 

.0 

41.6 

64050 

3 

.1 

.1 

41.7 

D-14 


What  is  your  home  zip  cod>?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

640S2 

3 

.1 

.1 

41.8 

64065 

4 

.2 

.2 

42.0 

64057 

1 

.0 

.0 

42.0 

64060 

2 

.1 

.1 

42.1 

64061 

4 

.2 

.2 

42.3 

64062 

9 

.4 

.4 

42.6 

64063 

1 

.0 

.0 

42.7 

64064 

1 

.0 

,0 

42.7 

64067 

7 

.3 

.3 

43.0 

64068 

6 

.2 

.2 

43.2 

64071 

1 

.0 

.0 

43.3 

64076 

12 

.5 

.5 

43.7 

64078 

2 

.1 

.1 

43.8 

64079 

5 

.2 

.2 

44.0 

64080 

5 

.2 

.2 

44.2 

64081 

4 

.2 

.2 

44.4 

64082 

2 

.1 

.1 

44.4 

64083 

6 

.2 

.2 

44.7 

64084 

3 

.1 

.1 

44.8 

64085 

15 

.6 

.6 

45.4 

64086 

3 

.1 

.1 

45.5 

64080 

5 

.2 

.2 

45.7 

64093 

15 

.6 

.6 

46.3 

64097 

2 

.1 

.1 

46.4 

64108 

2 

.1 

.1 

46.5 

64110 

2 

.1 

.1 

46.6 

64113 

1 

.0 

.0 

46.6 

64114 

1 

.0 

.0 

46.6 

64116 

1 

.0 

.0 

46.7 

64117 

1 

.0 

.0 

46.7 

64118 

8 

.3 

.3 

47.0 

64119 

5 

.2 

.2 

47.2 

64123 

1 

.0 

.0 

47.3 

D-15 


455 


WhatiBi 


home  zip  code?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

64126 

.0 

.0 

47.3 

64128 

.0 

.0 

47.4 

64130 

.0 

.0 

47.4 

64133 

.0 

.0 

47.4 

64137 

.0 

.0 

47.6 

64138 

.0 

.0 

47.5 

64151 

9 

.4 

.4 

47.9 

64152 

17 

.7 

.7 

48.5 

64153 

3 

.1 

.1 

48.7 

64155 

2 

.1 

.1 

48.7 

64157 

4 

.2 

.2 

48.9 

64158 

2 

.1 

.1 

49.0 

64163 

2 

.1 

.1 

49.1 

84401 

1 

.0 

.0 

49.1 

64402 

5 

.2 

.2 

49.3 

84422 

2 

.1 

.1 

49.4 

64424 

8 

.3 

.3 

49.7 

64427 

2 

.1 

.1 

49.8 

64428 

1 

.0 

.0 

49.8 

64420 

14 

.6 

.6 

S0.4 

64430 

1 

.0 

.0 

50.4 

64433 

1 

.0 

.0 

50.5 

64434 

1 

.0 

.0 

50.5 

64437 

1 

.0 

.0 

50.5 

64439 

2 

.1 

.1 

60.6 

64441 

1 

.0 

.0 

60.7 

64442 

4 

.2 

.2 

50.8 

64444 

2 

.1 

.1 

50.9 

64446 

3 

.1 

.1 

51.0 

64448 

1 

.0 

.0 

51.1 

64451 

2 

.1 

.1 

51.1 

64453 

2 

.1 

.1 

51.2 

644S4 

3 

.1 

.1 

51.3 

D-16 


456 


zip  code?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

644S6 

7 

.3 

.3 

51.6 

64457 

1 

.0 

.0 

51.7 

64463 

2 

.1 

.1 

51.7 

64465 

4 

.2 

.2 

51.9 

64466 

2 

.1 

.1 

52.0 

64468 

12 

.5 

.5 

52.4 

64469 

2 

.1 

.1 

52.5 

64470 

8 

.3 

.3 

52.8 

64471 

2 

.1 

.1 

52.9 

64473 

4 

.2 

.2 

53.1 

64474 

2 

.1 

.1 

53.2 

64475 

1 

.0 

.0 

53.2 

64477 

3 

.1 

.1 

S3.3 

64481 

2 

.1 

.1 

53.4 

64482 

6 

.2 

.2 

53.6 

64483 

3 

.1 

.1 

53.8 

64485 

9 

.4 

.4 

54.1 

64486 

5 

.2 

.2 

54.3 

64487 

1 

.0 

.0 

54.4 

64489 

4 

.2 

.2 

54.5 

64490 

5 

.2 

.2 

54.7 

64491 

4 

.2 

.2 

S4.9 

64494 

3 

.1 

.1 

55.0 

64496 

2 

.1 

.1 

55.1 

64497 

1 

.0 

.0 

55.1 

64498 

2 

.1 

.1 

55.2 

64499 

3 

.1 

.1 

55.3 

64501 

1 

.0 

.0 

55.4 

64503 

1 

.0 

.0 

55.4 

64504 

4 

.2 

.2 

55.6 

64505 

6 

.2 

.2 

55.8 

64506 

7 

.3 

.3 

56.1 

64507 

4 

.2 

.2 

D-17 


457 


zip  code?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

64601 

15 

.6 

.6 

56.8 

64620 

2 

.1 

.1 

56.9 

64822 

2 

.1 

.1 

67.0 

64624 

2 

.1 

,1 

57.1 

64628 

4 

.2 

.2 

57.2 

64631 

2 

.1 

.1 

57.3 

64632 

1 

.0 

.0 

57.3 

64633 

13 

.5 

.5 

57.9 

64636 

1 

.0 

.0 

57.9 

64637 

3 

.1 

.1 

58.0 

64640 

7 

.3 

.3 

58.3 

64641 

1 

.0 

.0 

58.3 

64642 

2 

.1 

.1 

58.4 

64644 

4 

.2 

.2 

58.6 

6464S 

1 

.0 

.0 

58.6 

64648 

1 

.0 

.0 

58.7 

64649 

1 

.0 

.0 

58.7 

64650 

1 

.0 

.0 

58.7 

64651 

1 

.0 

.0 

58.8 

64653 

1 

.0 

.0 

58.8 

64655 

1 

.0 

.0 

58.9 

64657 

2 

.1 

.1 

58.9 

64658 

4 

.2 

.2 

59.1 

64659 

3 

.1 

.1 

59.2 

64660 

1 

.0 

.0 

59.3 

64661 

2 

.1 

.1 

S9.3 

64664 

1 

.0 

.0 

59.4 

64667 

1 

.0 

.0 

59.4 

64668 

5 

.2 

.2 

59.6 

64670 

5 

.2 

.2 

59.8 

64671 

4 

.2 

.2 

60.0 

64672 

1 

.0 

.0 

60.0 

64673 

18 

.7 

.7 

60.7 

D-18 


What  l«  your  home  zip  WHteT* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

64674 

4 

.2 

.2 

60.9 

64676 

1 

.0 

.0 

60.9 

64682 

1 

.0 

.0 

61.0 

64683 

17 

.7 

.7 

61.6 

64688 

2 

.1 

.1 

61.7 

64689 

3 

.1 

.1 

61.8 

64701 

4 

.2 

.2 

62.0 

64720 

7 

.3 

.3 

62.3 

64724 

1 

.0 

.0 

62.3 

64725 

1 

.0 

.0 

62.4 

64730 

5 

.2 

.2 

62.6 

64733 

1 

.0 

.0 

62.6 

64734 

2 

.1 

.1 

62.7 

64735 

10 

.4 

.4 

63.1 

64740 

1 

.0 

.0 

63.1 

64742 

3 

.1 

.1 

63.2 

64744 

9 

.4 

.4 

63.6 

64748 

1 

.0 

.0 

63.6 

64752 

2 

.1 

.1 

63.7 

64755 

1 

.0 

.0 

63.7 

64756 

2 

.1 

.1 

63.8 

64759 

14 

.6 

.6 

64.4 

64761 

2 

.1 

.1 

64.5 

64762 

2 

.1 

.1 

64.5 

64763 

3 

.1 

.1 

64.7 

64772 

13 

.5 

.5 

65.2 

64776 

12 

.5 

.5 

66.7 

64779 

3 

.1 

.1 

65.8 

64783 

1 

.0 

.0 

65.8 

64784 

3 

.1 

.1 

65.9 

64788 

1 

.0 

.0 

66.0 

64790 

1 

.0 

.0 

66.0 

64801 

2 

.1 

.1 

66.1 

D-19 


459 


What  |g  yeur  home  zip  code?* 


Fr6QU6ncy 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

13 

.5 

.5 

66.6 

64831 

2 

.1 

.1 

66.7 

64832 

1 

.0 

.0 

66.7 

64834 

2 

.1 

.1 

66.8 

64835 

1 

.0 

.0 

66.9 

64836 

6 

.2 

.2 

67.1 

64842 

1 

.0 

.0 

67.1 

64843 

2 

.1 

.1 

67.2 

64844 

1 

.0 

.0 

67.3 

64848 

1 

.0 

.0 

67.3 

64850 

4 

.2 

.2 

67.4 

64854 

1 

.0 

.0 

67.6 

64856 

8 

.3 

.3 

67.8 

64861 

1 

.0 

.0 

67.8 

64863 

1 

.0 

.0 

67.9 

64865 

1 

.0 

.0 

67.9 

64870 

2 

.1 

.1 

68.0 

65011 

2 

.1 

.1 

68.1 

65013 

5 

.2 

.2 

68.3 

65016 

2 

.1 

.1 

68.4 

65017 

2 

.1 

.1 

68.4 

65018 

13 

.5 

.5 

69.0 

65020 

6 

.2 

.2 

69.2 

65026 

2 

.1 

.1 

69.3 

65032 

3 

.1 

.1 

68.4 

65035 

5 

.2 

.2 

69.6 

65037 

7 

.3 

.3 

69.9 

65040 

1 

.0 

.0 

69.9 

65041 

7 

.3 

.3 

70.2 

65043 

4 

.2 

.2 

70.4 

65046 

4 

.2 

.2 

70.5 

65047 

2 

.1 

.1 

70.6 

65049 

2 

.1 

.1 

70.7 

D-20 


What  Is  your  home  zip  cod*?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

65051 

8 

.3 

.3 

71.0 

65052 

1 

.0 

.0 

71.0 

65053 

2 

.1 

.1 

71.1 

65054 

1 

.0 

.0 

71.2 

65058 

2 

.1 

.1 

71.2 

65061 

3 

.1 

.1 

71.3 

65062 

1 

.0 

.0 

71.4 

65063 

2 

.1 

.1 

71.5 

65065 

2 

.1 

.1 

71.5 

65066 

9 

.4 

.4 

71.9 

65068 

2 

.1 

.1 

72.0 

65072 

2 

.1 

.1 

72.1 

65074 

2 

.1 

.1 

72.1 

65075 

1 

.0 

.0 

72.2 

65077 

1 

.0 

.0 

72.2 

65078 

2 

.1 

.1 

72.3 

65079 

5 

.2 

.2 

72.5 

65081 

2 

.1 

.1 

72.6 

65082 

2 

.1 

.1 

72.7 

65084 

2 

.1 

.1 

72.7 

65085 

2 

.1 

.1 

72.8 

65101 

10 

.4 

.4 

73.2 

65109 

9 

.4 

.4 

73.6 

65201 

3 

.1 

.1 

73.7 

65202 

5 

.2 

.2 

73.9 

65203 

10 

.4 

.4 

74.3 

65230 

1 

.0 

.0 

74.3 

65231 

1 

.0 

.0 

74.4 

65232 

1 

.0 

.0 

74.4 

65233 

7 

.3 

.3 

74.7 

65236 

4 

.2 

.2 

74.9 

65237 

2 

.1 

.1 

74.9 

65239 

1 

.0 

.0 

75.0 

D-21 


zip  code?* 


FrsQuency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

65243 

4 

.2 

.2 

75.1 

7 

.3 

.3 

75.4 

65251 

12 

.5 

.5 

76.9 

65254 

5 

.2 

.2 

76.1 

65256 

1 

.0 

.0 

76.1 

D0207 

3 

.1 

.1 

76.2 

3 

.1 

.1 

76.4 

o 

.2 

.2 

76.6 

Z 

.1 

.1 

76.6 

65281 

4 

.2 

.2 

76.8 

65263 

2 

.1 

.1 

76.9 

65264 

1 

.0 

.0 

76.9 

65265 

12 

.5 

.5 

77.4 

65270 

10 

.4 

.4 

77.8 

65274 

3 

.1 

.1 

77,9 

65275 

8 

.3 

.3 

78.2 

65276 

4 

.2 

.2 

78.4 

65279 

1 

.0 

.0 

78.4 

65260 

1 

.0 

.0 

78.5 

65281 

6 

.2 

.2 

78.7 

65283 

1 

.0 

.0 

78.8 

65264 

1 

.0 

.0 

78.8 

65287 

1 

.0 

.0 

78.8 

65301 

29 

1.2 

1.2 

80.0 

65321 

2 

.1 

.1 

80.1 

65322 

1 

.0 

.0 

80.1 

65323 

1 

.0 

.0 

80.1 

65324 

3 

.1 

.1 

80.3 

65325 

4 

.2 

.2 

80.4 

65326 

2 

.1 

.1 

80.5 

65329 

3 

.1 

.1 

80.6 

65332 

2 

.1 

.1 

80.7 

65334 

2 

.1 

.1 

80.8 

D-22 


What  l«  your  home  rip  cotte?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

6S335 

1 

.0 

.0 

80.8 

65336 

10 

.4 

.4 

81.2 

65337 

6 

.2 

.2 

81.5 

65338 

1 

.0 

.0 

81.5 

65339 

1 

.0 

.0 

81.5 

65340 

23 

.9 

.9 

82.5 

65344 

1 

.0 

.0 

82.5 

65345 

1 

.0 

.0 

82.5 

65347 

1 

.0 

.0 

82.6 

65348 

2 

.1 

.1 

82.7 

65349 

8 

.3 

.3 

83.0 

65351 

4 

.2 

.2 

83.1 

65355 

11 

.4 

.4 

83.6 

65360 

3 

.1 

.1 

83.7 

65401 

10 

.4 

.4 

84.1 

65438 

3 

.1 

.1 

84.2 

65439 

2 

.1 

.1 

84.3 

65441 

3 

.1 

.1 

84.4 

654S2 

4 

.2 

.2 

84.6 

654S3 

6 

.2 

^ 

84.8 

65459 

8 

.3 

.3 

85.1 

65462 

1 

.0 

.0 

85.2 

65466 

6 

.2 

^ 

85.4 

65470 

1 

.0 

.0 

85.4 

65483 

1 

.0 

.0 

85.5 

65486 

S 

.2 

.2 

85.7 

65501 

2 

.1 

.1 

85.8 

65536 

15 

.6 

.6 

86.4 

6SS42 

1 

.0 

.0 

86.4 

65543 

1 

.0 

.0 

86.4 

65548 

1 

.0 

.0 

86.5 

65550 

2 

.1 

.1 

86.5 

65552 

1 

.0 

.0 

D-23 


463 


Wtiat  i>  your  how  zli 


BCodaT* 


Frec|U6ncy 

Percent 

VaUd  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

65555 

3 

.1 

.1 

86.7 

66556 

5 

.2 

.2 

86.9 

65557 

2 

.1 

.1 

87.0 

65559 

6 

.2 

.2 

87.2 

65560 

21 

.8 

.8 

88.1 

65565 

11 

.4 

.4 

88.5 

65566 

1 

.0 

.0 

88.5 

65567 

1 

.0 

.0 

88.6 

65571 

1 

.0 

.0 

88.6 

65S80 

3 

.1 

.1 

88.7 

65582 

6 

.2 

.2 

89.0 

65583 

S 

.2 

.2 

89.2 

65584 

2 

.1 

.1 

89.3 

65568 

1 

.0 

.0 

89.3 

65589 

1 

.0 

.0 

89.3 

65590 

2 

.1 

.1 

80.4 

65591 

1 

.0 

.0 

89.5 

65604 

1 

.0 

.0 

89.5 

6S60S 

3 

.1 

.1 

89.6 

65606 

5 

.2 

.2 

89.8 

65608 

6 

.3 

.3 

90.1 

65609 

1 

.0 

.0 

90.2 

65610 

2 

.1 

.1 

90.3 

65611 

2 

.1 

.1 

90.3 

65613 

9 

.4 

.4 

90.7 

65615 

2 

.1 

.1 

90.8 

65616 

5 

.2 

.2 

91.0 

65617 

1 

.0 

.0 

91.0 

65619 

2 

.1 

.1 

91.1 

65622 

5 

.2 

.2 

91.3 

65625 

6 

.2 

.2 

91.5 

65626 

3 

.1 

.1 

91.6 

65629 

1 

.0 

.0 

91.7 

D-24 


What  Is  your  home  atlp  code?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

65631 

4 

.2 

.2 

91.8 

65632 

3 

.1 

.1 

92.0 

65633 

1 

.0 

.0 

92.0 

65634 

1 

.0 

.0 

92.0 

65635 

2 

.1 

.1 

92.1 

65637 

1 

.0 

.0 

92.2 

65640 

1 

.0 

.0 

92.2 

65644 

1 

.0 

.0 

92.2 

65646 

3 

.1 

.1 

92.4 

65647 

1 

.0 

.0 

92.4 

65648 

2 

.1 

.1 

92.5 

65649 

2 

.1 

.1 

92.6 

65650 

1 

.0 

.0 

92.6 

65652 

3 

.1 

.1 

92.7 

65653 

4 

.2 

.2 

92.9 

65655 

6 

.2 

.2 

93.1 

65656 

4 

.2 

.2 

93.3 

65^ 

1 

.0 

.0 

93.3 

65661 

6 

.2 

.2 

93.6 

65663 

2 

.1 

.1 

93.6 

65667 

1 

.0 

.0 

93.7 

65668 

1 

.0 

.0 

93.7 

65672 

1 

.0 

.0 

93.8 

65679 

1 

.0 

.0 

93.8 

65680 

2 

.1 

.1 

93.9 

65681 

1 

.0 

.0 

93.9 

65682 

2 

.1 

.1 

94.0 

65686 

2 

.1 

.1 

94.1 

65689 

4 

.2 

.2 

94.2 

65692 

1 

.0 

.0 

94.3 

65704 

3 

.1 

.1 

94.4 

65706 

7 

.3 

.3 

94.7 

65707 

2 

.1 

.1 

94.7 

D-25 


465 


What  |8  your  home  zl 


g  coder 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

65708 

5 

.2 

.2 

94.9 

65711 

11 

.4 

.4 

95.4 

65712 

2 

.1 

.1 

95.5 

85714 

7 

.3 

.3 

96.7 

65717 

2 

.1 

.1 

95.8 

65721 

3 

.1 

.1 

95.9 

65722 

1 

.0 

.0 

96.0 

65723 

8 

.2 

.2 

96.2 

65724 

2 

.1 

.1 

96.3 

65732 

1 

.0 

.0 

96.3 

65734 

3 

.1 

.1 

96.5 

65735 

2 

.1 

.1 

96.5 

65737 

7 

.3 

.3 

98.8 

65739 

1 

.0 

.0 

96.9 

65742 

1 

.0 

.0 

96.9 

65746 

5 

.2 

.2 

97.1 

85747 

1 

.0 

.0 

97.1 

65752 

4 

.2 

.2 

97.3 

65759 

1 

.0 

.0 

97.3 

85761 

2 

.1 

.1 

97.4 

65762 

1 

.0 

.0 

97.5 

65784 

3 

.1 

.1 

97.6 

85768 

1 

.0 

.0 

97.6 

85767 

4 

.2 

.2 

97.8 

85768 

2 

.1 

.1 

97.9 

65789 

4 

.2 

.2 

98.0 

85770 

1 

.0 

.0 

98.1 

65772 

2 

.1 

.1 

98.1 

85773 

1 

.0 

.0 

98.2 

65774 

3 

.1 

.1 

98.3 

65775 

8 

.3 

.3 

98.6 

65777 

1 

.0 

.0 

98.6 

85778 

1 

.0 

.0 

98.7 

D-26 


VWtiat  Is  your  home  zip  code?* 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

65779 

2 

.1 

.1 

98.8 

66781 

1 

.0 

.0 

98.8 

65785 

5 

.2 

.2 

99.0 

65787 

2 

.1 

.1 

99.1 

65791 

7 

.3 

.3 

99.4 

65793 

4 

.2 

.2 

99.5 

65802 

1 

.0 

.0 

99.6 

65803 

3 

.1 

.1 

99.7 

65804 

3 

.1 

.1 

99.8 

65807 

2 

.1 

.1 

99.9 

65809 

1 

.0 

.0 

99.9 

65810 

2 

.1 

.1 

100.0 

Total 

2513 

100.0 

100.0 

a.  Year=  2014 


Table  60:  Question  h 


What  is  your  household  income?' 


Frequency 

Percent 

Valid  Percent 

Cumulative  Percent 

Under  $30,000 

525 

20.9 

20.9 

20.9 

$30,000 -$49,999 

485 

19.3 

19.3 

40.2 

$50,000 -$69,999 

372 

14.8 

14.8 

55.0 

Valid 

$70,000  or  greater 

584 

23.2 

23.2 

78.2 

Refused 

547 

21.8 

21.8 

100.0 

Total 

2513 

100.0 

100.0 

a  Ybar  =  20l4 


D-27 


467 


468 


